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sttcttc 3 mtfSm ti 
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4ft ^ afft 3n g^gj gft TRftw wi wra #1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


ff) ftwti ti arc tto Rjdnti di rbwr ift mi urrA $i vtnif in jnmnr iff 

Ww $ 3rt IF s??rt aft? Purtftrci ftit r? RRfar aftaim sro iwd dr ftp? RjtiR? 

jrtwr imiVf nft ?pftm nft r$ t aft? ijftr rr wxm %ri *nn fti 

P) wiwifty RTti ift <jvt vrt it ftp?, wprw-^ftr it rr?»i g ^wp ft wmv 37% 

«FJ?araJW t RdS «ITRT7 qft RT?ft gftiuaft Rft RTfdm?R7?ft y? %TO 30% flffr 
RR SfOlq ft?RT RRT #1 

flv) ^ sroir ?itrfr aft? srtiftH R?tiRti, tit far? uti wdiVl aft? arftrcj arran? arti vfrilt # 
ir^Mf ^ftr it ftn? ti RHrctrcoi wdRti % gyro if ijffc rr jrwm Riff torn *tri t wfit tut 
t*HI dirt it «pu Rinrt d» wh r? d? ?$r ft ti?R to art rrVr a??d di ftp? 

wnfti tit airaflfo r?? ?itii 

M snfRw ®d-Prt ti ftrcaft «rr)r art? -hi-D^y-h ti j t^jfr? rt titters ti ftp? *ft jmmr. *nft ftizrr 
Tpn #| 

(vf) rth ti infarc j^pw d wrcft tidRti ti ftp? rjr r^rr RRPft rr rptoh fti y« mu r? 
fthn? w?ti fti aid y? aft? traft utiati ti tort? in ftp? wim qift m vr ti m 
ip?rt Rfrt ft, aid y? art? wraft tiHt ajdati it ftp? wrtr r? fderffdn w?rt rr jwrr ftiran 
ti 


2.2 tiY=rfW ti ^arcft titi d 28 RRRti 2000 aft arodt fts® A jr? swra tit at^rtfdn rj? fdm ti 


3J ^ dj g?RiR Rrt frtftra rwr w^rtwrart/RtH jrtinjwfli qft wftftffc tiwnart qrt ftujftm) ^ 

RftlRftm %RT RRT WII OTti RTRT ftujftpti RR Wf? ft T M ftf ft g fl % 


’mi ?hn am?M«r cf»hm ftrftdr ( yn??nndtiW 1) 

RR R^fRJ R?tlTR gfda rtl 

tiO ti??* vfhrar ftrftrrtv 


0) waft Rid# Rrt aid y? Rid^ti in ?w vft rtrt ^i ?irjri i araft 3rt? Rd y? Rjd?ti' % 

RmiR rfr T?w WRTR Rti ti Wltil Rld^ti Rft ^ R? ti RSIT Rftwf^m 30 % % WTR R? 
66% aWI; aft? 56% aft ^ aradtRRti rti 

(H) ft^titit^diRitrKT^^Rftart^ 7 . 02 % Rtit diRai 5 . 50 % t^fl t Rrt 

ft? 1994-06 ti 1998-99 qft arefit di art?m r? wwrftn ti r^rr H?m rt art?mR 33 % Rft 

^sramf^rti ysdi vrffa cti ti rrrr 11 % aft ^ irtti) ft? frttfti RTn rrT 

Rft 7 , 02 % sfrm ^ ?ftr ti &ftm ti 
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(UQ wrrrtr A 41.6496 fl ainjift <wTftj pwrfl w A tjct yfipy $| 

(lv) zm vrrt vftwmf to rmw whj- qnwl frn? cv-^ qrr qjtfjrenq wtftr yd wim * 
ft» jmw»r qfl wVr A qredi wwj j jvkr qd stftns ijq £ ?y t frryti 

W<H«nf?fWi qft snw ifrm qqtfrj ?$qj qjp-tf jiswww q? qrttf ^*wr wifi idwi i 
(v) 2000-01 A 3,500 m vqi) As arftrftw ^ ^nf afr? 2001-02 4 »ft yodl jf) aft As 

^ arrarown $, frvfr wq vw qraurci A nftt qwfa w (ft i y^f ^-ura aflv 
TO qyujTqt 4r wfy A Tjf^r 1 

(vf) ^ A $% As f/q^q '^•rdlcfl A gcqiqqim dr tow d qrftf otwtow wifi frm ti 
(vIO 2000 qfl ar^m wr*r afo qmrfrw wm % to 6% qfl g$ *1 yy* ft™ *rq 
dWI, amri ql inf As a^jwiw rcr^r ato yrdl 1 

(vMI) pwnjft wtt As y*ra r*?w4W A tmronftfoft it it u f &n) As wttwq A yft wreft arm q? 
frUTV Wifi frRJT tl 

(IX) TOTPft WJ A HTOftfl 77 3tW gRTTi sfo q i^ftpi TT faql WT WWlf^T Wifi tl frqyq TTfWfrql 
ffiwr gwwkm«n qw arfafrm fly yw^ dr faq lira qrvd dr qrtwui qtaql^/qdfrfrql qw 
srwni qdwri 


TO»tf fftwr vpv Ftwnr qtfqy tfw (#hfh?yi?q) 

qwqwsnMa sftv idqwdlift qlwt cry qwrvl A 30% qfl ijffr Mtftra qnvoft A ^mwra wifi t 

(0 ^?wq? fomA 3 -pi A ^www 30% qfl ^tftr cw A qyfwtar qr£qtf qft <nozrr 4 m^t ^fo- 

5^ $1 qwwan^ffMI pm frond 9 wry d wcftlm qrdwwt qfl wizn idvwdtif) srvr smffrKi 
w^w^T qft ?rowi & wftww wq tl yyfrn? wrxr-qon^ ^ q5rwur qtimqjl etiwt qrcr hftw 
xwwl afk ^ *ttw 1 % wtwwrw q^rs A itfti dl ^r ^wrwlffrq wifi fri 

(II) wwr^f irt % arjw? jr^qj sraw At swr A 30% qfl Jjftr wifi qfl on yqi^fl 1 

(III) <A^oi 3l1w ar^w 5mr$rq tthttA A ^ % rq^jc qrtrww qyww gqwqjw aOw ^ml qfl atnjf?! qjqd 
qr?r ttt qfrqmqd aftw yfrcraiyl A mA jngwsl A 10% ^ arfrqj qll wifi qfl t orfflh 
aifrq? W5i A wqtf wrt wrA wt^ q^ arfrq? w A wt^rtw phA ptA tA qfrqTq?^ d mA 
q^?q5 A gfflTJTr ^6%^7%wqjqf1^qflti 

(lv) aiqd ^qfr As wifWIqRqr ^5 qrqiw ^5 qq| qfl wsm qv frtfR frr? frwr i?qj wr d 30% qfl ijf^- 
q? sfrwqi qqTcrqd d qnfl dl arqd ^? ck w^r frq tl 

(v) qj£w? mmw TUWlfr As yqej A frqirw qj^qfrql ffKT yw onqTW W( qifwH ^flqiHI qiT 40% 
arfrqi q^w friwr qn wut 1 1 q?£wv jjfwh wwq d ainl afa ijftr ^ 4?qai tfrqrntfl qn ^jqjfww 
ifr ifTwri 

Astm Wtwyw w^wt vfy (fftqyqw?) 


(I) w vvqiq mrql q? frwr vtf frnTY friq ?ww 3JFW ^ As frRT wwt #■ frrwwl arfrfrw 
7TTWW d qr41 afr? yTqicqjfli d ^env friwi qn yqyqi %l 
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_ THE jfc.ZETTE OF INDIA EXTRAORDINARY _ [Pari III— Sec 4] 

(I) q ft^g p? vi an yama ai?m ft ffti aim-mra aim) ft ijffcaT ^nft ftfaf) i a?^$, ftrasi aft) 
ftigr-nyrg ijt q) ^4)rf t aft WTaifftaim aft amfftn aft) aiftnr I t?rfti ftp? afftiar fti yrTtnaaftaiyin, 
aryca aft g nwgmi , arm? an? smWt «nfc aft wiavaarm fti 
(HO fftatftra ^ftt a? 18% an wfttww mjn arf^rm sftta star fti gw wan safft 8% am ft ft)? 

jrftwm an gy^a yrmafaR fftrar orrm wfftr? i yd) iran? agm *nar a? aga wfStai ft 1 
(Iv) 1999-2000 fti fftp? wren? fti wa ft wgmftt to wr? a? wtot? aranfftaiaimt an srata aiyft gt? 
arm an g? gw^a fftiai air?i (ftrmftft) A 1999-2000 fti fftp? 6,13,248 fttftg aimara an 
wgm? warni ft; araffti amifftai wm 6.44,624 fttftg, ft) 

(v) ffPfi fftaft arol ft srro ftp? m? ancr-fftmft an yiww, ng-wTgyr am?, ftya) am?, 

fta am fftrf ftfc a sw, ait?? mem aw aft? <?Hi?'flwr#dtftt ft htw waaftt aft jmreH arm ft 
fiTftsT ftm mm aft) ?mmi 

(vf) fftfttfaa «m ft ijffc anaft wfiftj fti 1997-99 waftr aft gwr-gfr ’ft am nwn ft ft? m 
wfttarcm 6.6% ftti aftm? avaia ftrrft ft)? aft aft fttyra arfftai gaa-gfe ft wftrai fti 
(vH) ye rum % araapr ffti am aft) vt vft) ft, *jft) wft an snjma armer *rai fti 

(viil) fth?mf)ftt gwraarm to ar? ft aftft wiwyra aft) ft ?ft ti fttaea anftft aft ftai wft to 1ftp? 

ftm ft tftt aft a? to yrma a? star aivft aft aim ai w t ft f% Ym?g3nftdtftt ft waft fti 
aeftai a? gfo ait gwraawn mftftt ft ftfan wrt arfft?i 
(lx) nai afar ft aft aft an aftft sprit? aft) fti yyrft am gnaran wtftt ffti ftx?afttftt ftifta? 
myyna aft ft gf^r arvfti graft ??ei wnraa aft arjgfff ar? ?st ft ftroft i?w?yr«nftrt)ftt aft aaa 
fftrtftti 

(x) Weft aiftaft aft ?rft g<? aiftaft to a?Ta? aft) arai ’W ?raym i wreft aft? aft g<? wftnft to 
aaana aft r? w? HH aft) ft waft artaft aft yanft a? ft am afftaftffta 30% % wr? a? 56% 
gftr ftpfti 

(xl) yrr a«a fti ara^ja ffti afHftr? arft aiftaft aft arapi ft aaeT aft) ammT t, ^?rfti ftp? 

war«a aaaf to arara jftfftaa a^w aft mft) t ft) mawia aift ti sftlftaa ft aft? gQr aiaar 
<jfta ar^ftra fti 

(xH) ftt?wftgft 40* aiftaft a? jftffta? a^jur ai? wr ft wa 40‘ aifta? asi aa?rR ftiar ama ft eft ’jft 
ava gftt to mm ft ara 20' aifta? aft ftrfafea aft amft fti ynaft gftftn aft anftt arfftai 
m xpB yairtf fti ftp? ?a? aagg ft ftfn wrift ?Ra?r ftaft a? am? a^a (ftp? m?i 

art? wm-rtai fftra-^aTaw ?fta?T tov (?a??a??P?) 

(I) aaffai ft 30% aft aga arftrai ft araffti ?ffa aftf aft afara a? ftiaw wamr 

6.5% arfftai fti 

(H) a?R arftai tjafi ar?ft qftafa rap? ft aft? aft airaft ?pra ft wrffta ftftft ft I fftatfftm fftt a? 18% 
fti aftorm aft arftwr aft) aft mft) tnfftr?i a?r 12% aai gftffta a) ?raift) fti 
(IH) ’ft^pftft) st?i fftatfira ^of) aft a?R crt aifta? sum fti fftp? ffterfffta aforafftrat a? fftiar aar 
fftftar aft? e i^afft m va ftarft ft 50% fftftar mm am fti *mfi ?m ft, Pa?r fftfttf^ra ^4) a? 
srfftwa aft arftw aft aft ft aw ^ ^?mft aftafarm to f ftp? win? ct?i fftalfftra fftftar ar 
ftf^ift) fttft) aifftr?! 

(Iv) ^|t?m ft ft) fti waft aaaift ft) aarfft ft ffti 30% aft ftfa a^r arf&ai ft I ainf wpm ffta?m ft arft) 
ft) aremfftaT fti 

waft aft? arft 5 <? a ift?? fti fftp? w?mra a? ?arft an fti?mft^) air afti ?rft) mft fti ^arrt sm 
aifrgy) fti aftamr, ^mftrfl sra waft arr?ft/mt gt? astaftl fti fen? waft ga-«1ftaianft aft ^) 
anft areft aft! ft ffttraT fti 


(v) 
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(vf) tt* tmr 7 ft Tftft srftfftw otttu tut Tift 7R?f) Tinft t, ut oftforr TTft Tsurft sft 77 ft ^ 
m uftif 3rtf*rw Tift tl 

(vH) jjut ftofijur ihw™ cutttt totott ft; Tuftwr tut 77 arrorfftn uRt t1 1909-2000 to tRr 
ftTrftRt jot jjttttt tr $37 t farrft jarRs otr tt Tft^ jiw 7Ui t1 tR fftftta ^j&ttr 
wttt to Tpft R tttjt §3TT t ut uft ftRuftW ty «rm Runtra ft ctvt jjr t^I ftun tm 
7T7IUTI 

(vHI) w?f) zflv 7ft 57 Tjftrft to f% wttHH 77 7?rft wi ftj?rftRt jot trto mfi Tift t i 

(lx) 7U 77^ T^T t ft* ftTTftW CT7T 3T7ft 7TT7 ft7^7JJT ft tRtY ffclftaR to VM« to 7T7 * 757 

ft 7UUI ftJVlftl, 7T7-3R37 SWlft, fftTCt 771ft, 7777T3TnfrfRt ft 7T7T ftTU^t SnR 77 fftTTT %JJt 

TOT t WJ1 Tlftl 

vmfar wunmrpft ftm (TTntamfl 

(I) 7TR ft JR TRfjfl 77 7ft£ fftOTY Tift %TT t f&Rft WmfftjJJ T7T7U 7J7 Jjft OT YtTTlft t 3^7 
J377TJnrmT ft yjoty (Rot ot htsai fti uwictjui 7 ft ft tu vht TTTrrwnfftRt ufftruT ft 
tftrrf tut ft fttfft? ftTRcfafi ft 77 ft 71 ft *jurt DTfTft 7 ft arroffu jot? tut ti 
(H) S^UTJ ft %7ft 7777 7ft Jjfi& 7$ £7 YRTY7 Wt J/TTYKSTf^ftRl to f% 0>«r ftft to 

7T7R uW) aflr J7T 7777 fftftlft T%RT 5TOTUT75 to W*tl ft Jjf^f ftftfl I 
(M) T^JUTJ ft fftJYft »ft 7777 7ft Jjfifr iftt gt jftTTTft to TS7 ft Y7U fft JOT7T7 77 7%»f) 0) JTT 7R7 
5^ TUT Tift 717 7T7RTI 

(tv) 7RRTTR 77T7) ^ ^f7 717^ JOT ftnfa 7T7H0ft7 11 BIJHlft; 77R 7ft 7RRT7®I-ftRr wft to 
ftfrv xgu-Tft w)7f77»ni<? ti 

(V) PlTirSw ^ 77 7f?tJ7T7 77 TfolOTFR ®II7 $ Jjtf 7J7OT 71% 1T7 4 Tift I 

(Vl) PmWTU 77 18% 7%TTT 77 OTTTJ T^U 3T1&7J tl 3TRT OTR iftft 77 FTRPff 0% t 3^7 
%ftftxu ^ift 77 TfifWTT (anTWhrfhf) 7ft nC^W T TRTTftftra ftJTT JXRTTI 

(vM) T^fFJ WTRT 77 TUT cm Tift tl %?%T Tirft 77 1999-2000- 2001-2002 7ft 

STTftl 7ft 17% ^ 13.90% 7ft f*rau? T^U STftTJ tl 

(VW) 77R 77 WT 1099-2000 7ft 7TUT7R THT to ftTTTT 'ft 7R WTTft 7< t, PXft TTlft 

%TT 7JRI tl 

(lx) 7%7 7T7Kft 7fWt%) to %? 7TR 7t HRU iftft 7T^ ^0 TRRjft 7ft 7TT%T Tift %7T TOT tl 

(X) JTWft ^Jfl OTRU 77J ffrfTJ to 3TJftT TTlftOT 7ft 7^ t 77$ ?7T fft^TJ ft TTFRT ft%ff fftfftflhu 

Tift tl 

(xft Tjftmffcrt 7ft mmu, jift-Tnuiftraft, wtictri, unft tj^tt), Tnft tjtt) 7 ft 77 

ft Jjftr atr 40' wftTrt 77 TftfftjR ft Tflrfftu TftTTTTUP? 7ft %7f?>rTlf jftumf 7^ tl 

WTOTUIt THftMT 

(0 wtr) 7ft 3T7ft UTUTft 7ft TTTftftm 7U7 to TTlft ft WRIT TTTTft to %7 Tufa 7R7 77R JOTlftj 

W5 757 ft Tftrrftu TJTTfTTJR Ulftw Tfftu ftJTW ST^UTJ TTTftlR to 3Rft?7T ft ift 7R7 URT I 

(M) fftftx U!7 ft 7TUT7TU ft TJftt ftj TTTOT 7ft 1999-2000 ft? %R j%7OT 3lfttft7 ft 70ft 11 

JTU7UT TTTft ft TJTftl 7JT 77X77 Jjft T7RT aiJTTWfl! 7ft ^TTJpU 717ft ftm 11 

(W) ’7T77TST%ft^t ffITT ft) 57ft 7R7 OTft 7ltT7 7U77T 7TTft ft 77 77TTT7 f% Tflft ft vXfft«1 

TftTTtrf uMt, Wft T57T7T7 to f% Pl7>e7(fi 77R 77 7T7UT ft7R7 Tift Ttn I 

(IV) 7ft ft TJTft 77 7U ^7T 77UT7 W7U IWT 7T7U 7T7777 CT7I 7RP7T f% 77 7F7JOTT 77 

«ren% tl 
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(v) t awnt * ?r*ft?TR ft Riwifftwmaft fti ?nr*f A Rinmifl aEpnfti fti mft ft, arm ft RFft, 
aftmi Riftrnft sttrf, «Rir! »rmr r?, »j^1 wft, fftm flJmft qjmft & rr otmcaem, 
Rfft- wfiM , WTTfVwi $q nil Trmrr anftr r? fti qftqvrqarq aft? qwqfterrt et?i qft qt 
ft urfft i q ’r to totr ftmfMt rSI f i 

Rflhm HT?F RfrUlft T T tfu (rWyiTtV^!) 

w^arnfq?rq, ft1?ftq*fqq to rjt vmofa rito ti 

•imfhr fT^tR qfa w ft vtn (anivnmv) 

(I) aryrrPm eft? tot?r arramt R!t vrtol Rm arran rrt t Rftffti *j?r f?*Rft tol tftaMflRi Rift Rfifm i 
qRqwmtftt^t ft mm ftmjft) aft? md-Hv mimft ft mm f®f fftwrm twt arm fftfftw to Rift 
A Rift tort *mr tl 

(H) 10% ajpraMtf Rgn arf&RT A I *ft arftmrm 8% nm rjr fftren orr i 

(IH) qit wj Rft to rr) to fftrq fto^to foq tfcw *j?R-Rft mt mfri fftrai urr to t, wft 

to ft ijfjhwh to RJimn oti Rq ?ttr Rft fti ?ftlR!T? rjto -51% i 
(Iv) ftqRftltfl tot q^ft anf ft Riftt R*?ft1 RTftq aft? HTmto srro amftr f&ifb to) 

R5TO TfTftq aft? vwicmm aft? arroroifr % ?jot? aft? torh ftor Rm wtA to ftaq ricr 
qresrft mftqi 

(v) sft-?if^rft 1 Rft Tmft Rft ariqvRRJtii tl msf! Ritmt Rft Rft $q RitR?) Rft eft ti 

rtr rftfti mftqi 

(vQ rntmt to rj^r? qqpRi Rit ft) ffcrmft) <rww ?wft Rmft to arynr? fWta to ft 

PmffftF RT?ft Rft amuRRmr ti 

•rof Rtnvw tf*r ftaflrft* 

Rftt ftmfttRtt R!?ft) tl 

3.2 srertvmaft ft mm wwIrt ftrof) Rft qm qft wt qft^^ tie'll to to t mf oft i ’tqmfttf ft 

30 Rif 2000 to smft ms ft ftfftw mftrmaft sttt grsrt nf ami^rzft mr wmft ftmf&rftf ft^ft 11 

3.3 <m=t nm : 5®R fft^ t 

(I) wrftl Rjftrft ft? RmR aft? arRW?m to ftrq arftfftra \jR??m?, ?<wt? aft? mmr aft? rsm r? anft 
Rmft aiFra ftl art ^q Rjft’ift to ?mr? 11 wraft mftnft r? rir mgam fftrq rnift rjt m«in ft 

RJI?rn •ufl 11 

(II) r^fr! ft! rnfftro ft! fftiq wm q? fftmT qm fftm? 1908-99 rr! Rft mq^ftwar) r? anorftn 
ti rf 1999-2000 aft? 2000-01 to fftrq a^fttfftF w ar^mftl R? amufftR tl wrr ft 
arftfim ^ r? fftm? m?t ^q RqpR! ft wrrr 37% Rft Rft mrft ammmi 11 

(ill) Rmmlftn TflRm ft ijftr ?rftt rto) ctr fft!q Rq 7 e j i^ ?miftt r? aTOTtftn ti 
(Iv) Rjftq? RC-K TR Rft ?RRct to SIROT ft R5t^ ?RR Rift t aft? s^f^iq FR mRrwii RR Rftt 
arm? mft 11 

(v) arftRw q^ft Rrft Rjftq? rfrr ^ffteii? farft ft! fftrq qqi arftfftoi an?qRR^f) ^rwbi m?rft to 
foq t Rftllfti ftRift^m amw? to rwrtr rr rfrr rto ri) ?rr rrrt ti 
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(vf) wfi jrf towa to ftrcft iron to to amnftn wift # 1 w $ wftym fto 

TO7 wti wft to to f^rzmt As arjwrr Bwmft to 4 to m wit wrarfto *ttw iror fci 
(vIO ?fcw w n i cto tt As ^mr ^ tot* wflWt As f$n? y t ffl i m tom to wit t wt% 

w>i wit tot $i 

(vtt) w i to t fr to ar^wiftd OTwrtot As to to?r 8 % to 3 Rrc # 1 appro wit tow wra ftj wto 
tpr TO^wft arro tot 1 

(lx) TJTOiWailto^ ^ HTR to*?f) <?ft TOW towtot effaw TO HSfafl aTP# ^ WWfttff to # 

to wtft flwnr $ 4t to ftor tot ti 

4. jw wto wit wrjw ^jwto 21 wjto 2000 wit totorft % *pto WJitorw *f wit wtf «fti w*jw ^prwrf 4 
fW$rf%m ftoro fto to? e). 

wiiiTnin 4 bw to*! tow (tototfl) 

(I) w*Rt to ftwvw ^ f%to to wft towwwwj ton wt to tow* whto'A ^ As ftp? ftwnr 1 1 

(II) to yftowfcto tt^j! if wtoro 

(W) WW JTTOTO WTT*f 'JWJWWTW t wt TOWft to to totot wit TOl 4 3TWT? WWf fowl WPJ? lift - 

f*ro w^ tojwt wit wto eft to towv wit wfar^t ato wt torw* Bt wrto i 
(Iv) to 3 w*ft to fto wwtro to towtw to %wt 11 sto tos? wrt wrcft to wit tft fton tot 

tl 

(v) (WJ) 3FW toftfawt A TOW WTO to 11 
(vj) "stotofl" wto ^n#t # l 

(vl) ^rftsf) 3l)? xrtoPWtf^M ^5 siwtraf A toiwctt WH-fH wv ^n#t # ajflt^, wnr xprs w^ftw # I 
(vll) w^m-^ToTw f^ronr % arwr? w jwjwj irTTOT t w) wto # i rft 

WT ST^PhPT 07Vdl TTTffr? I ftfSW f?^fet ^ TO 'rftofa nft TOTOT WT TOJTft S' I 
(vlll) ?RqiR vlf\ '(rrftw wrowt % fSnj fto^ ttt^ wton ^ tftemsrft w) ^ ^ 

fttwiRd ftrar wt^i 

(lx) ct^ ^ attr wn?ft ^tort & 4ttr w^eR w’ft »(t ^hft 4 11 to ^ tft ffhr 

tjjWi 

(x) to 4»t 'fm ortoto tor ^5 w 4 ftora irto ti to^? to^t ^ 

W-TOT TR to 5RtoW ^ 11 

★tor ^tiro wnfwr Ww (*ftr?w?w?) 

(I) TOTO TOTTOT ^ TOW TOW to TOTeTO ^5 to ^JJ ?wto TO TOT TORT 11 

wt W*i*ln5(-®ff % fSnl ^WfTT % fel'i ^get Wflefc xoii oVll I 

(10 WTOTTOTT TO ^TT^) *f) TO^WT Wlft ^1 7TTTO 4*1 TO vjc r eft<a ft'I TOWt f^twf^eT WTW ^ 
fTTTO-ijfto'f to tor TOtoiaft to wrto ^ arjwf^r wift ^ft to wtol i 
(110 ftoTTO antorr hw,^ stttototot arrof^tw tow to stltofww tot tov I 
(Iv) bw 4h i -tou i torot wft to ^ tort wto ^5 f%to to totto 1 1 

(v) to Bft TOTO TOT Bt TOf t, TO^ f^Rftfto to ^ (STOtoftrf) ^t 3TTOTTO 

11 ETTW ^ TOW ^t TOTOltto % toTOSR % fto? 3TTOTTTO TO^ I 
(vl) toro TOiTto ifii w’tt wfWrftot ^ tttto tow wit ftonr A toww ftor to^ i 
( vll) {its) TOttot TOWW 3ff&W5 ^ I WB 42% IT 11 
(wr) TOftot TOTOW TOWeT 252% WT 11 
(w) TOTOW to 3T^WRT wO totot W^T TOT 11 WTTWT TOWT trrftrj | 
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(vfM) ftii-nfttf ) fat fat ’ft vftwnr wtt mfft? ffa totoD TmrcwT ????Tarrftft)4) ft arrtf) ft 

aft? ?ft aroft Pfaim TOrcnrt ft gar? wit ?rfft? i 
(lx) nftt-?rf%4) amfaji4 aft? sn^rftm 41 fti 

(x) tt 4 $? aft? ofa) sift^ift fa 4ltr arcr? arcr?f«?{k to? ?? *n^?f?n tirt ft i 

(xi) fafa ?f)arr??ft fat 4) ?t4Pi qg?5i ft torprft 4) TOf) ft 4) faPf amfa ?tf) fti 

(xJO qftfam qfa wnff fa ft ijfa wft Tift fattf aftffaw ?ft) i *rctffa faft tjow awm 
faftq ?mm ntf) 14? n? ft i 

(xlH) wrfa) TOnft fa wjfftns wr ft ipjsr fa far? ffaft) faftq faron fa) anrmrarm =nfi ft i 

»p*nf art? *dT*n-?t?r fftR-fCTHtm ?fac?i TOi 

(I) 18% Misfaftf arfSPu ft; nftm-H tt? cmw 1 2% fWwtRi fa) to? i 

(II) fa^fa?) fa fa^TOT-ft ft g?T^cT 41? ft I fftftfad <$ft) ft ®TRT T^q 5ft FSTDT TO? | 

(HI) wd wt ufan g fa ) fat ?r4 £>? aft? lyfa) ?r£?ft fa ffa? i?ft area 55 ? ?m ft I fa? ft 

arcft ffa? fftn Refft faft to ?pj5ft ft? 

(tv) w4 g? aft? wmft qsftnft fa 4)rr arro? tort 5>?ft fa wi ft ffarar? ft ffarfa«m ffani ^tt? i 
(v) tftwjic-i anmfftd ugf55 arqrra to?, ffaro to? i 

55?»tl£tH TOftW*! 

(I) tort wt TiT^etT TO^t ?ftt tot to tortt; Jift^yrafU tori fa fa? 5iift tot toto ft 4t 
’totw TOnft' awnfa to^ i 

(II) TOdVlffa TITO (ftffan) TO ard?f<PJ TO? R? ?4tro4 TO55 fa anjw? ftfdl Tfrfft? I 

(lift ?»T?TOWt fa tjr<J-HRT TITOT55 5?ft ft? jft fa?TO ffadT TO? I 

(Iv) 4 jrtfat/?r 4 5 ? qsftnft fa 4H am? to4 topi »jw ? 5 J?ft nft totott 41 to? i 

(V) ??\TOar^ftPfr ft 5TR| ftro^f) far 5 TOT 4) 5?fa ?TOiI ft! fa! TO? I 

TOfftftu TOSTroroft ftm (?TOrftarfa) 

(I) 5 ?r fair ft arro aRrfts^Pt wft fa) pr?i ft ft??4t4t fa) cdmft ngd arfSprs ft i arro amftsr^Pr 

1 TO TO?ftt Tmft fa fftRTT 5 ? 5 T?) ft I TOdft '< 3 c 5 IT 555 dT-^<?TcTdI TO^flT ft I 

(li) ifT fa®nro Us arefEr 4) ft I ???f)3T!ftftt4) 4) tjs 4to ft l 

(III) TO TOTT5TOT TO? fftsiTft?! ft fa ?(4 g? aft? OITcft 5 Tft?^ 5 JT ?55?RTr'T ?4t 5T?T TO TOTTOTI 

amft^PT ?d? 5 ? 4 ) BTTcft 55 ft?ft 55 T U^c 55 5 W ft | 

(Iv) am?f<PT TO? q? 20 4)^/40 4)^g 5?; ygc55, fftftq ?>? ft qTfarw fa fa?, qw*TT? 

fti 

(v) fat vifaPr tout id ft ft)aiT??f! ft ije fa ?r?ft uftroft tnfft? I 

(vO totot d?n qrnjro fan nrofa), nfamf), Mdri^ didr arrffa fa) «iift -rift) ??st to ?t55ttt I 
(vil) tot amJi ft ffa tottoto fa) ar??n tot tot ft i 
(vlll) ffaqjTO TO55 Pmffar ffa? to? I 

»imffa ?n?E)5 MttiTOift l ftw (arnf?TOT?T?) 

dftfal 55TTft/55fa?ft fa ?f)an?ft) 55) 4) TOft 5Ief) falPId) fa) ft?I/?TTO5 ?PX ft 4fa TO 55?ft fa fa? 
?nrrwr fa tot ft ?ft) 4 ?st to?t nrfft? i ?ft arm ft arfcifan ?ttopt fa toi ft faan to? i 
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RfteW MTRI RtWifal* ftw («wyil^^y) 

(I) eft etf WRin H'HiqiWWfll t lit RTReS artftlfl t I 
00 dt ?Rtfttf l arfW ?H?nanji fttfl wgs Rift t, ^ faarer? rr rrt atm mft? i 


RmftR r^ trai art? eftm ip* ftor eta 

0) ww qftmvef) at? ami cRieiwesm e? to fam err? 1 

(H) d|? »rfltf l at? ?R?R3fT^?M cm ?erR RTR ^ Rftesrtf Rift t; ijfapt ftmtCR ihuA ?t rtc 
tHt mft?l 

(Ml) fflTWtf t ftj et^R^ftlft at? ?R?R3rT^?fttfl t aM-aM JT^rjt * ?1RTR ei?3 WT 51'RTRT 

farm tl 


5.1 e(fe tr airor? r? 'tqR’ftifi $ Rmftemn & fan? er^ gfc wr? r? ail \*t?R'4)<ft cm fat? r<? Beta ?t 
PlnfaifaiB ^frfaRretr fan? wit t: 


(I) 


00 


(er) ertR? rf?fr Rftrfafa are 'er£*r? wrtr\ 'ertR? favm m nRrt'.'aftqer??! 
^t/urn ww 1 ait? ‘faeiaft ?e m » ()c ? R hrt?V ^ meftm iter? ^ ^ ittft ti ?r 
? terat est ^s fan? eetr eft errt matt ?roft? eft 'er^R? cftor' t$r tr atiflR ?wt 
rri t 1 n ^aes ijfar eft aneeeenn tr fawfmn ts fan? ijftr wj4 Rfafafa eft R’flen eft 
erpft t are eft gai aim at? amt eft fame t att 5 ? ‘er^R? rfwr ait? 

R^rni 1 Rft t fafo tr far? wee faero tm? err*t mi ^mre fam Rm <m 1 Rtf ift rrr A 
mgR? RRtft R*ft sngaeft b RfitRR eft n?me Rift farm t et ’ft n«nfaR R?it*H e? 
fanfa er?t ?t ^ nfa fafa eft wn foifa en aneraiR es?Ri aneeeer t1 ate wrn 
■nfaftfa en wee fae?m tm? emn aneeees ti 
(ur) fai;-rt fat en enpn % fat 'rtfi enft ane e? fam? Rift farm rri t ed enf q? ’ft 
fartR Rift farm net ft' i a?rt rf farm t fas arfafatjfaf rto ees Rnf eft 

enfaw R^t farm qm aft? fa^aft ^RRtR in sjes esme ?mit eft seftin es^R?t ?t 
aram ?ut Rm tl <mR ^ fae?m fam t fas wenm aifavjW uref Rmm t att? nwre e? 
g?ten efhf erm erne R^t r%rt i rf ’ft u«ta farm mm t far fame hrr rrt? en 
anf ««R faentf t-mgfa t aft? yet far? vsmi e? fam? Rift farm mqm 1 ^h4W $ frt$ 
cm afafate ariRF fae?m q??jF Rift farm 1 1 

(er) mfaemn eft etenn qfa-?rfa¥nft b fa?5« ?tft tl ^?? ees mftermi fafara 

efafafaet ^r <te qfai-?rf%^t eft <j*t f?f ?t fa??e er?^ eft f^ifa A t, amfaR arc ?t 
a i MR tm Rm erf ajnt ee^ in far? qfa-mfattit eft anjRfa Rft tmi yn wnf 4 
ehTR’ffat ^ wr ^r far? rru faifte/aiTRe en at^ef faemn aft? tour mwfan 
Rfafafa, ce/^®T 5 mrer rftor efafafa aft? rrct Rfarfafa in far? lymir-^jieer anRe 
faem »ft naje er?^ en ar^?fa farm Rm «n 1 

(m) fa^rnffat A afafae amt faem ??gn Rift fan? tl ^ 3 Ren enfRt t far ^es^id ami 
ftemn fcear et< meitRR tr rnnit t afafate at aft? ^men name ^ ?mtoR * far? 
Rtf) tl rttr A %ear e*ft^TF fae mi rntm t fas m*fas airert arfar^ far? faRi eft^ 
Rfa-aif^nfft Rift 1 1 nfa-mf^t r? wfar faemn ts Rtmn? #?4ft ^ sjaies rfafafaet 
in far? ami faemft eft aifaefem ^r efa A ’pir rm an 1 
(r) Rfafafa-m? amt faemnt % arme t fr nfai-mf^t eft f^ifa/aftm en famfm mfi 
er? nert 1 


996 GI/2Q01—2 
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(HI) (jp) ^ Xqfa 5171 qjiiVl A WTOTT qy, ifWlcfl % 7rT§7t7' 

3njTO qf! *Rl1 A agyny RTRT qR W &l 3IEI qft ?7I q?t 3EEft 

snicH 3mr <w nm qift qrq y?r i I A yfa fam t % xnwsnfyft^ ^ hwt 

yfawfl qy f^qw qift fanr q«n tr qqtfa qyrq A faqft 5m?qt 4? wr^i gi snq qrft 
£, qfifa 5RT cTT57Fr?T aEjTTEI & HT7I gi 3R3 A I qtff XS tfl ^XTTT SETT fa TrR 

Tjft qftypqfa At ?!Tft?T 5T7^ gx attV ^X^nffat Xt T^fa* qftlfoRUlt Wt ?^3n^(flRft 
qyt xynqrcrfan qjy$ gx fazmzm qrxiy wt aifaq xro 4qr etr qft sfty xt ^fargyn unra 
ti 

(n) to snxq to wi x) it ’tojqtffat qfaqy cfa=ro qy yrarara A q»*f) 

ari A1 sicnfa ^nM wiqy A 7.0 rtxb to srcrraq tot eora 

i qyg q i wf^m x m i q i tt t? q g n>-i wqm xt q*q ii t^vrtayr^yft^i ettt mpI^ci wiiv’l qy 
^ gi arm q*t q*q xt qm xq?ro sere tot xftqi n® ^pfufi qft qfaqx 
RfoftfSt tot 3TTO to X>sq A fa® WET TTTftX I TX^, Wf Wf> At fa® ^TT Wm A % 3T® 
qygtot to smxxrq to fax <wRfl q® q® xtot xi® i am ’flqxtot xt 'gif aw q*t 
yr>ft qrprf xrwdt qfaftfttto n® fiwiiRn fa® ®t xrav?n A i w ^yyqr ’ft ^nywra yff ■tt 
frfj y i q<rrf l ■ymiA ??^3iiSyfrcft qy wpqs ^larerat % A htri qft ^tt yift III ^yft 
f^iftt A, qit ftto qfj^ % y<rq A ^st 'mf^’N 

syr qWtffq <t, ^ l ^q^ Mt qjf ^-uiWHiiyftfl ^ qra ^fqyqft wa sfty f^a arra 
it ynfJra wy^ sfty qyn qft yi‘«ft wff MBt^n »ifttftRtqt qit qqif^ra wv-t qq ’^wrq 
f^Tu ipn en i cRrjyrry yrmn f^qyw ^tr f^x flEn ^pflift A ot^bs gq 
Ayr (ill) fa) A ftx Tf? ?fa! vt # q/T ctByrar 11 

(lv) ^ ^ Tjf qyyro qf) qffn ^ f^ ymw ti qwft qf ^n qit q)q^i 

qift w qn wm, fa^t 3R?m qift wt wqr i afty n't «q ’ft 3^ logws f^rawnn 

m ( 5 i 0y oi ^ Tnqyr qifl f^rar qq ynRTT I awi ^ft wt qqyw) ^y-i>ft7ft qrfeqjyw CTyr qn) qx 

wjH A aPt^q? 11 

6.2 ^yr qftitw ^t, jt qrfoqRW A 26 f^rwyy 2000 ^ g# snrf) Am A yn Wt qy f^R filwn on i qyR 
CTyi yf) qiwt qq?ft a^%q ^qqi ^5 wqrq ^ qTf&qryw As f^Ej gy? yrqyi ijfa jyr qm^ qy Pwta ^qr yiqq 
qyfl «n wn 3nfitq5y<q ^ qq f^qfq f?rqi on fa qfqq4Mt ^ T® qR far srqf^ra ^ fa 1 ? 
fayr w?; sfty qftr qfR w ww qqi q^f ^qqi qm q^t qtfft t qt qjq^ qjt oc faqr w yrron ^ 
afty vjry qj’ft »f) ^tpn qwq wEft q) qrq^t q^t ^q ’qNj faqr qq yrqjyn A i 

6.1 Miftfa yw 5iyr re wfw fajfq ^ wgyRW A qqr^ faqrqs 5 ar^qy 2000 % qis ciyi qt^nfRft ^ 

artflhq «(Et 4 qq^ry 2000 m ~£A qq argytei faqr qnr on i 

6.2 ^qq^Eft’t qqt/faxrfaq) As yrw srn qrary on 

(1) yfa qit ^q qrt As yng ^ qiywnq yneft nfafaSmT, qn/^sw v^rs qfaftfarff, to 
TT fftftfoff faq ^5 qnq A qyj^qi A yiwtyq qn row q^t fam ^qfa Rmyr ftqywt qf) q 
yft ^ qyqw ^ nyiPrarai t sfty q if! ftrcqn vnqq qy q^ qmq qft yinTqqr 11 qi^qy 
q g yn q qqiyt ttfw fary°i q?f?t qst ffa fa? n*? A i 3m ^As fax yrro? ctert 

fajyq qy qfty qift fam qnqT infix l qr$ myifam «nfy qrfaqRor qft qw^ ^ ^ m? 3 As 
?^yiT--faqyyT 4 xqywa i i 
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(0) ????raTT^?fltfl ffpn eifte? ?? ftfeatft eft «TR eiT ftlfte? 5ft I’m fti efttf WTO 

■en#t $l arcr erftnftt fti ysvne eft men eir efftewe waft fti for? yn ea filer? mfl fine? m 
aieim I 

OH) finafi fti men ffteare ft wro afar aitf % nm tfwn yfft i efir ee ftftle eft aura ?a fWf 
^nft fftier mm ft nl nr^mff ?sft ?? fti fftma eft! fftrot m?eT aft? ef£ ee fftftw eft *ne ?? 
filer? fftieT mm ft n! nrjmft ronf a? fti ffterc finer m?e?i ^wwiftftlftt ft mei ftea’ftl ee 
eft aee a? fftiafl ft are ft ffteT? -snfl fftier m aieim i e?$ awnsrrftaflft cm eft eft fteeftl eft 
arereft eiT fileanf snfijeme eft ft* ton eer fti 

6.3 ft?eftftt ft umft cm eer artflrn eft# ajeer eftl ftft fti wrfti cm fft? e? mfi ayft ffc? e? neif eft 
*rra ymijftr fti yai afirft ft fftnfofiia $ aratfiTei ft 

(0 arm fti awn ffte^rft eft we aft? «ifftftf&~ere efa eft meeeeim ftt eift ft ^jeftWt eft er# 
m? eiyr eer «n i d tq «i4M eir ey nfti we eft! ft ffti ft tome snffterae eft euaft ft ftft e? 
fftwft 3 aft fti aftm fame ft V5 e mw ft I a^mi fiwfam apprrifte armw aft? amft 2 eft eft 
awn a? arrarfftn ft i aftm-ffteaei ft ftiem anentfi eir ften-eften ft i aaftfftra ^eei fti arere ft 
ya ft?aftlaf! eft sraft 2 eft eft we fftrfte faferft an aflai aair? ft fftefteer eftt e»? areift, eft 
a^ei-tjf^r fti fftyfaej eir aarer? y!*f! I 

(II) fteeaft ft 3# we a? fter? eiaft ft* we ft ftfcjafttaft cm eft eft ftuifMT ayaft ft enfl m ?ifl 
eeft eft era ymeftf fti eft eyn ft eft# nftraefft aftl fti ny anfl ft fin ft?eftWI cm 

a?pei ^ ft? areft name fti areft ft ft? a? aft? ?a?em#fttel cm fftr? e>? fteeftl 
areieftt % wftft wift era tow fti e?^ ^ner ft? ye em ee mee-fftero ftj were ft wfes 
eete ^nft fftier m ?refm I ^ ftensft ft 5ft ane ft<p e fr ft eft wra en ?ej we? ft. yefftn? 
wt?i ^sne «e fft? eft cm fter?fltn? mft erft men ffte?m ft ftt fnflm fftrai err? I 

(iH) en en nftf fftj efft w fftfte eft aee e? ffter? ?ftt farm mm ft n) ne^m? enf e? 

ftl fftm? eftt %m m^?m aft? ee fftft? eft aim e? ftm? fftym mm ft eft mrjm? wf e? <fl 
ftm? fher m^m, ?^ftee? fftrm m ?ncm ft eftffts en ?^n ftmr fftem e? arrenftn fti yn 
erf^remr cm ey ^jne ftei mm ft fft> men-er£ ft» (ftefyui ft? fti? eftrfftft* ft nifl 'jft ane 
q? ffter? Pfter m?, ft) gra 3im emei w ft aiftrffteW m 4 ft wfiJn ? fti 1 e^fte? efthra 
ftj aera? ft? wft ft ftlft etaft arra eft egn ft eftt e? ftwfaft cm fftm? ?ft1 finer eer fti 
w eifte? nffteer ftj ^er arft, srerar-i aft? 'joft, e? ftm? finer m ?rerm ft nt erte? hswh ftj 
eeft ft ftlft eraft ?rftl auet e? ffter? erne ft\ 3r?ren mfl ft 1 
(lv) ynft wft ft ey nft5 fftm er fftr ?e5^m men fifime aft? eafter fter err fifimn 

a^jam ?ratw ft? men ffte?e e?gn er?ft ftr ?we ft yn efirmw ft? epfeeft ffteift ft 
vifa^fi a e arjm? ftlft % wiVi-ft ft? ffti? ftm ern <er 1 ft nftr ffter ft fin eafar? eanre 

ftlft ftj arefttpr % fa? nftl ft aifir^j ftrear erftn? mc«h emVf ft5 ffti? ft 1 yn eifijeme cm ft? 
e? e^jae? wrtw jreanet eft e?fa emft fts mfteftl flicra anerm e^rfii ft? fti ey arftrer?^ ft 
e^aer e?me e?^ emft fti fir? fimffftn eee fti anjarr? ?w miar cm fti T ft ?pnr fti areft ft 
arqftl eflfe afifirn eiaft eft arftee aft aft ?i areiftl 1 eafnH waft ft, efftfftfil-eR arran fftea'ft 
eft eflfe eiaft fti eimftt eft arftei arearal e? ?y3 fti ew eft a?^n fftier em wri erftl m{ 

fftftne ^em ftft eft amftl aifftwi fti awf? ft car erfr&emn cm ft? e? arrerm mfteftrt 

ftwra eir naalm eiam areft at eft aft? arjftn nafln ylm ft 1 

7 .1 yar a i fi lei?^! ft 27 erne? 2000 eil 5^ areftl tnei ft yar waft e? fter? fftier er 1 ma^ei ftar 6,3 

ft eei aw eft e^ fulfil fti eeira ft m&eiaei ft to ffti yarft same eir nfftra w fti ^aeieie am ^ after 1 
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vrerife, to totot ^tot ft amm ft TO euft ft ftp? vsvyn «r to^ erUtorn ft ft) w tot ft fttar 

wftftn wftft ftft to t?to aftr wtott ftft to Ppftw fftwr to l 

7.2. gcy i n , wrft flhro-fTOif wuft ft ftp? 'TOTOhfl ft 15 wft 2001 bto wftfftra wptb ftroro to$b 
TOrft to wy ) w fftwr tot to i ft)e jrfftffcwr ftl ^ro «Rift % ftp? wftfcB ^*rt ewfft ft ftp? wro-ftw to 
5JTOT ft) ft) ft*T TO! TO I 

7.3 wbb ftqwftft) ft weft 6 toTOI 2001 ft tot crt tor ft) fftftm weft *5 ftero WdfrryB jnftwror 
ft weft ft weft tobtb ft arjjftee to wy)w fftwr i 

0. weft ft) wiTOnfl ft ftro w* tod ^tot ft fteft ft ftta wbb ^ft?TOW( crw to$b ftwftftra w»tb 
fTOror ft wtwtt to ftroftrftnr fTOft sttob ftr#) 

(I) ftroTOil ft erceft 2000 ft to£to stoto ewft ft TOrtro ft tot* totoi TO wyftfftB weft ft 

ftp? tot snfc wyot ft fftftee fftwr toi TOP 7 Wwftftft) ft ft) to# 2000 ft *ft) eero ft) qfft chi 
i?tpiHH i H ft wft)tR ft weft eewra ft wyftftw weft to toi Jnftwro ft fftftew fftwr 
TO I TOT grffrPTO! CTO RRTO 2000 ft ewft ft) ft TOBTW TO f*P»fw ft fifTWT TOT 

to, wwtfft cwft tow to wft) wftflra ^TOi/frorflTOTO ft fftt? •>, faroft wft jrmre ft) wfftw 

TO ft effq TOW ft) Wft «f)l ftrRftft) ft WTWft ft ftTOPfW) ft ^WR/W«lf)TOP>T ft 3RPT ft ftW 

TOift cro wre-wnr wy)w ftp? wrft aftr BT*f) eft wfttfftn ^tot ft totoi fft? wft ft mwib ftl 
ftriTOT ftft ft) vj*iof) 3lPlTO ft qjix^i ft*ft jj I 

mwtfft hjur ft were ft totot wmft ft) to tot* ft) yrfapjft ft)* wfl»w f^rfTOf to eft) ft), 
qrofft TTTflftTTOi ft tor ftl aftftm *ftftftft ft ftp? TOfro toto ftror ft tojttVi Troft ft 

ftp? TO*r TO WTOTTOI WTO TOR ft «f 7 TOJ ft «ftw ftft Wlft ft TOTOT pft »TR^ TO wftt»T 
ftrroft ftp? TOftmftl Tjjvft TOfl wftftm witft ftr? tl 

(II) wyi-ft TOTtrmwt ft wfjaftl ft) tor ft ftp? ft^PlW <ftk ^rorwnfftW) ftt aftrorof 

ft) TORT ftft ft ftp? (ft4t< T TO >l ft ^3ftTO ft) fftTOg 5TOTOTOJI ft WJ ft TORRR WR 

^TPTOR Tprfunf <TOft ft) RST ftl PTWTfft TO ftftTO TO)n TOfT % owiift TO TOR TO 
i?Tn|v!iDiyqift) f^biftrft ft) TOifrf) ft ft) wfftw'yf ft tottor ft ft) T3T^ b) towO ft; 

aft? fftft) fthrft tow tot crt TOjaftt ft Wraro ft) witortot ft) ww tor R^jf) ft i 

ftl ft) ft), 3t^jwu Prerfror ft tow ft ht^rh^t to mroft) ft aft^ ^f^rf&ra srfftwr aftv 

ftryn a ft to wyrw tort fti T?^WTftft)^) ft sto ft) r ^ HTro-f^rfft aft? aRd tob ytf 

ft TOft ft TOWWTftftW ft 3TTOTB TO TOfft ft) ftftw $ %WT TOT ft I ftyi4)ft) ft 5WI1B ft) 
TO^W R? ftp (1) ft ft^? R? TOTOl) ft TOTOT ftw fftWT TO «TT I Wftf BTO TJ^T TO Hiffi<TROI 

ft Ppjfzf TO TOW ft, >?R 7 WWTftft)ft) aft? ftr?Rf)ft) ft BWIlft ft ft)ft 3 TBftRW R?) ft; ft 

ftrror ft) efftroft to wronw TOwft wrft wraft ftroaft ft) B?roft) wrtt) ft toSr ft i 

(W) ftroftft) ft WTft) TOftpft ft 5TTOTO 5RT? wft ^ TOft^ft ft TOTTO (ftwfRn TO^ft TO TOBTW fftWT 
ft I 5W TOR ft TO«fa ft TOftft Bft fftWT ft fft wft 5"? aft? WJlft) TOft^ft ft 3ITOTO ft *»i4 
tjTB WBT^ 5TWR TORT 'TIBT ft aft 1 ? 5Wfftp? Cft ft) TJTORR ft)ft) Wlfft^l TOiftft WB ft) TOW ft fft 
wfft eft) ft ar«TO topw Rf) fftwr tobt ft b) ?t ft yj TOftnftl ft) 5Tfftf-wf%ft) wretl erftwft ft) 
aft&ro fttft) I 
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qr#f qw uwlwHtq bW ftf <i|q*i'ft<fl qq qj£^n?l ^5 hc<«h ^qs^fn ithi^I ^ qqqf qq 
^rr-^qj »(1 *nf*ra 1 1 jqr$5 siftrftw, *nq qj^qql qq qnnf wrci qqm t qt qrrq As otWM! As 
Wf 3 ^rnr aftq q^qr qq f*iw^ qqn qnr*ft ifaft $1 srwfa miqqqq qirnf qqnm qjq 
^ HcPtbo qifl ftyqr w t qqg w wi^q-qft mlftiVl qjq^ qq qr£qq As w«i $qj-%qr afiq wtf 
qq Jufq^ra foroi qmn $1 qft qstqq ^5 wqq As qrrqf qft qft qqtfl $ qt qqrgqn qqqqq 
qqrtf qiJ »jw-q»f A AA qft *tfq qft ^n qrqrcft fci qTftrqrqtn qft qjftm qt^nn qraq 
^?FiJ-q4 ^ qjtqf qraft shM % ftqce- qtf $1 arc qrrcft aftq ^q qn*qqt As qqrqt qft 
qqyqnnq qrqft qn ^qqftltfi qn qqqqq qtftanqf qtft qmi qqr $1 

qratqqqr qqqqrismfqfttf ft »ft qrtqq qqqqq qnTqt As qrqfajq ftj srqft srqqrc A ^qft tfl cqqqon 
qq qqmq fty^T «jt 1 gq? qiqtf A ftt snfaqj^i A qqjsqft ft? Pnyfqoi As ftftq tsrrcft aftq v& $q 
qi£q^ qft qqrqrqrq qrqft As qqqrq qft vjq^w TTrrq'nft q* ift qq qn? ton hhi eni 

(Iv) xftqqfttaft A qrqq A fi rqlft rc qqft qq 18% qftrenH £3 qq fturq farm «it 1 hptc qmm? cro 
qqq ^rreft qft oq-<H«j qjqrq qq qm qq 13.5% qft qtfqrq «rrai qq afk fft^rc qfl arrsnqq? A q> 
qqftqj ft? faq 3% fti nl'i'CH qq qqr^5 19.5% snqsfaftij qq qftqqqq ftnn qqi ti 
mqqq ^ jrrf&qqnn cm 19.5% anqartqfof qft q^fr^ q^ 2000-01 A> qWq qra^ stvi 
arjqlftq qwqrrq % qr»ft q^pq? qrrtaq qqqvql & ^ 41 ofti ^tqqiM ffra atq 

ftq qq qrqitftm 5nqq ftqvn A 19.5% snqsilqM qq ftur? foqr ^1 ?qi qftd«w ^ 
3pft$m anqsrlqf^ artirq? As wrA A q?w srahmajl kto ni anqfti Prqienq # af|q 
wpftqq^f #1 

(v) qmnytn qr^qq A srq&r Pmfqtq %q arqqrq qq ‘qnqq ort" ^q?N Aj qfro A stri *m 
qqjr ftiqi <Ti qrfirqjqtrr ftranq-q 3ntu%T ^jfeq^ gmqT^ qq qqifrTfiiqj qqrnl ^ ?i^ qrefl 
<j>fA*ii^<il qrt 'Hum I 

anqqif t % Vfqf^q 1 ! % qtw qf q^, qe£ A; stftmJi qfl f^qtqft anlen ^ qqq^T q1%qt?ra 3lk 
Pmmqj ftqqiftfft q| q^ qqf f^rafl qfNB qqiwqi'i A ift PRrrcq amnftn q^qjt ^5 qit ^ q^ 
vJwib ftqsnf q^1 iqqi qq qiqRwqqwi A, qqj^qs ftwfa'q ^ wnq q^rf?t 

-srTcf-qqff qft .unqqqqyqT ^5 qrqf{&q5 ST^qpf % I ^q^SFflq ^ fl>5 3^tq 

cm arqqnf q^ q g^ i n qft q^f^iqt ^5 qqq^i Wm qwerrl q^ qr^ro qqs 

Awr q# qft q^ ti yq^5 srwqi q?mxiH ^rml ^5 qm^t ^ qi'jfl qi^, ft^tqq qj^ftnH wrn^, 
qprts Piqqui qifi #1 qoqft, qrftlqrsnq sr^qr^ qfl qft qq^ ^ «<tq qjq q?i t aftq 
qr# anqqqq5 on, qqj^qj ql At f^tufyuj As qqlqrq ^5 fSrq ^q^?n qcTf qqs qnf A qs^H qft A 1 

(vt) an^qqqqrq aftq qqrqftjq^ ^ ^tyt q€1q qqql qil ^ qn qqsTin 1 1 4qqtJW1 A ^ 
^qr ftqqqq qn qjqofq ftrar fri qq q?^ A\ qif2)mqni crqr "3^ 'yfq^l q^n 

411 ioil 4 ftqqTq ^1 Rmi f^yqi qqr on 1 f^mqq qn yffiiq ^ qr^ qrrql qit ^snq ft *mi qfiqr 
$ fo A qim qqrql As qqfan qq ^5 f^q qiqcflq qqq qra (w^^lq) As wv qq s« qq rmf 
qj^i 

irnn # ^ A qrfqRqft A ftn? qq iMq ^1 w t fts qnql qrweft qqrqt A ftqrqyfl 
qn ftqfliq aftftra qijt 11 anrft ftrr?fl $&$ A $qi ftqq qq ftmq qnf^ $q yiftqjqor A >11 
q?^q ftyqT ftj an^tflq qfl artq ^ qqjq qft q^ qi^fqRnq qra qfl qifl qft qn qrqj^ft 1 ^ 
$qr qiq^ As ftqqq A atqrwR^! qre ftqar^ q?ft qqyft aftq qoz? wt smq A qw?t §q fts 
qqq qrfSnrjqq qft-qrf%^ qqr ^ q^t #, ^qtf qir^ ift q^mq’t As qmqq ql qrrt qr^ qrfm 
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wmf fti miftf wf) srmt ft ftxiiift xftt ftft mi fftnfa ft fam <m I ft?ft ft, ami fa?ft ftt 
fftm? fti fax jar tjft mt gftfttfar m?ft qft wt£ amremum xftt ft1 faft) ftt ft my g«i 

fticar ft xm ftZt aft? m£xft mu ftt fttfftq xftt fam m mum xfftu ?fftt art? mftx 

Trfftfftfa ft qrrfftai mft m^jaft x? $wui xmx xftm i 


(vU) x§mft xfttmiaft ft mn rar fi fts iron ft am fttft x? ftt aifaftm ijftt wif xft x?ixt ftt aft? cth 

angnc fam fti xy m ftt cm fax xx fftft?r xajam ftxfeoi fti ?m mfl fafamr m&x & ?ro 4 

jTrftrtnv^T ft to ami fti xix xmx >a7m cm fax m? gw *mrf ^fftt wftf ftt xijaft xgjaxi ft 
w ft m?ft ftt mx ftt xft it snfSfa?ui fti ?m x? ftmftt qjyft m m~w faax i ^>ra mu 
srtfSPumr ml torI ft ftftu sreanff ftt ftfa m?ft mi arftxiT? xftl fttxt aft? ?mui? cm aifftcx 
ftft 'ft gft cm ft *m xmft famx-faxft xftt fam mm xx mu ex stmra %ff?r ftt $)w xftt 
fam m mum i 

(vffl) xxxxxxxx aft? mxxfttx xrftarx ft faftx ?>x ft xe axftx amn ft fa ftxxftsft am gfifcr-c? 
mi tkipi xrarxra fa fawxxx % ^ ^qj?xft ftt HTTift ft? fax fti vmufai e?r mm aft? 

xnx?i3iiftftkft fa aimx fa xrxm ftx^ftW x? xiftx? jnj'«rx ml atfftwfaro am mi gxxitx 
*u?ft fa mm fa xftxxr? mftimvoi ftxmfftt ml i §5mi ftm ft fa x-nman^ftMi ft mm fttft graft 

1fov€\ fat aim famx ft mxxi mft fomft arfau arf#ftq/-m£ ftt fftafft mi xfftuaix fam m 
?fai gmr fttxi ft ftxa^t aira ftt yirfftai m?ft ft marram fts fftwix^i fts mr?^ ftlft «mft 
3 <i»On wii fttftl ft aft? fti murm mmm ?? whp mx atm fti 


(b<) ftxmftftt ft aifftfam ^mu/w% cm ftm? arm fft^mnt fti arftterft ;rft aim?mum fti mmft ?? 
msrft ftt uw^m ft?i 5 aft? 6 ft fftam? ft muf aftt m '5^ ft 1 ft ara (I) gft *rmr; (H) 

mftx? 5im«H ^gfftmaft; (111) warn nmm? ^fftmaft; aft?, (Iv) wi fti ?mt1*m arm farm smpi 
fiUx #1 


‘ftiftr? jnnami xfafftftt'fti ?wftfan aim fi<iR ft ftgmfttff ft aim ^ m? mft (I) 
x m piiaiijfttrf t cm ftx ftwtft (U) fft?m ?m Rm? (Hi) ftt??i ft wftmft fti wmft ?? xft4fl cm 
Rug m? ijmaT? 3 ft? fftyfal xft mfttmR 51 m? anfftai fax ft fapft ismft wtc fam cn 1 


(x) ftxmfRft cm arx jmju fax m? ftftffln ainra famft aft ^ffn ft OnfafaTi f?&ifft inuc utrft 

ft 

(m) 1909-2000 aft aim aft? cm? fti afai^t ft fft?f i| f?lft T fti x^ X^ X»f aim nft 

fftnfafaci gm? mft (1) anrnmft) ft mftt x? ?n% (1773.50 airai mr^, (II) fafaa 
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(781.20 wra tkp?) qy famy qift ftra? ^rai 4 I *q qql q4 %tth 4 ^rr aftqnf ti, 
irffoi J7f4 yjrfkl 7!ftr4f Wqft 3Tf?R5 ti 1 *iw4 4, Tlftr WraTOTlft ^R^t q4 Tffl 
qjy4 4* WRVT qfcf VlTf^T R?f! ti 74 Vtif 'H*fl^mfi?iqJ *TTC-^q5 «TRT aqW cl-fl "qi1%*J I 


(a) 2000-01 sk 2001 -02 imn^KT arjtn^ q4 ftwte wwr qy wpra fkRR kiR 

fkj ntr £, qift qRifar q^r ti 1 

(n) 2001-02 qft aynPre stotcri wprft 2000-01 wi^m 16% srfSraj ti fkn?t 

ayiH 4 hth 4 fkryl q4 qft *r4 4 j aroR qy yr*wq 7% qjfwrt nft 

efl f aw qjf^rci aftra k WRuft wt yq>e ^ ftrar irit 11 

(vi) fW? ftjtf nv? , snqt qy k? wtr qyry srt wl tfi q^ ^••yrrarq ary^rfl 4 ftrfVyr 
arrartfl 4 aftro 4i 

(it) 2001-02 rm -•»?-*? wrf ?r qffcftifcr 4? ftp? ftqfftn ^a-vra 4 qft qjf •»nft 

2000-01 qft a4m 16% aftqs 4 1 wr 4 vjwtoar faro ti fk vTfl q«f % tfRH 
uskr? ssw-f 3WR *nftv fjfcij ^ qyara & ; kqfc a«mn, 2000-01 ak 
2001-02 4 wwr * ftRRn 5 PTT 7 41 trofai m 4 «r4 gq ftoiiq *n? ti ay 7 a 
tpri uhito ym t4 ym $ ww arnrr4 4 j qjRwt wt wc %q qq4 qfl 
arwnrar 4 1 qft ararara yy4 m a^*nrc 4 ^rt ^ am k agqr^t 4 41 ffcwrai ara 
■qrfkji 

(q) yfiqy to qftftft A TfkjqTfk 2000-01 »k 2001-02 qft fkm-w«ra am 
1999-2000 7f q^«3 qjq tl 

(o 1 ) w^ti qft ijwcff w ^5 ^q ^ ak ^iri fkftf^RT ^jaft q? srfkna % qm b ^ ql 
wr T?qfi qy mra w Ikn? qqr ti 1 kft wit & sara fkw qjyqi 
arafqqi 11 

(r) tb aft? srefto, fkryfl arafSj (1149 wrb 1999-2000, 2000-01 

sfk 2001-02 4s ijyq-*RT qy fkrTy f^trzn irai %i w yrwry srry? ftffivr qfkiqfti 4 j 
a^*nl>a wf-qro 4 nn i ltH 4 j mry^n fkrfH aqf& qft ^-wro kmr qq qm ti\ 
Mtii ctti Try tj tj} yr*nf qff kwr q4 qft *n*pfi 4 j wh qy 5 q4 4 j ^1 
sqqyqqj q^R) % TRTtoy qft qfqn qy tkfR qiy4 ywi fkn qrn?iq 1 spur 

4tr yrefaq 45 q5Tvq qiRi wt4 qreft qq|\41 qqynn qy ktai qfl 41 yirfki y qjyqi 
amypq ti ayjqry 4 ynfkr qqjrqi % wiqtiM 4 j qi4 4 tto qrfl 11 
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(xJ) (x) fa) 4? arcft? twt inft it? Tift vtoa wit 4j HRra 4 j 

*trs 4 wi <?»*!« sttrtt far*? 2000-01 its fav 3873.98 strar w? wn 11.24% 
utct sit? 21X31-02 4i fa? 796.81 wo ?kh? 3wn 1.91% RPjsft arfJfa? v?rf?n $i m? 


nfi!lf<»®n) bt?i w»c atfa4?/qiei f4^fafa« t 





2000-01 

2001-02 



(w4 ?m?) 4) 

fa?r?RT 4) 

(?r 4 srraft 4) 

(Hfarra 4) 

( 1 ) 

®2-iv FF?TTR 

(+) 100.66 

(+) 0.65% 

(+) 1976.20 

(+) 10.39% 

00 

?5R5 WRt 

f(-) 10146.75 

(-) 363.66% 

(-) 9196.93 

(-) 274.10% 

w 

4far 

(+) 4661.45 

(+) 39.07% 

(+) 6244.92 

(+) 41.87% 

Ov) 

Rfatrfa 

(+) 1069.67 

(+) 23.61% 

(+) 1272.64 

(+) 28.25% 


(xfl) nft mMf aroftt nn tb) ?nf4sr ?rft fa?n nm 4 alt? fa) amironft 4 Rj4t ?? ?rrfaj 

aft? fa) ^ sft an m ?? m$ns g? tty, (x) fa) alt? fa) 4 twt q f&tfa ti fc wym? fan? 
ftrai 2000-01 fo<? 7.90% tncr aft? 4.66% aiftfa? infant *?? 

sfWT? r? fan? fat? ’tv wtilUtts ?rm?r far?*? aft? II % ?sr 4 41 

W ^ 3nmR 7rmwfe ^ «** ti *?fa aw™ w, ^ ^ 

vtt «t TPHfrft ti r* rto 4t w^ij wntf hiwt? Rfftfafaft auto ifa) mat R*t % iwroi 

S 3 " *i m ^ % * fa 54 mftmPT T»t pttoi 4 fa Tjfanftrft sm mi 

sronfai Rfai? wttrh w 4 4 wr wtif sftfaw ntft ti 

Tn * ra *' ** ^^^^fawnr?fan™?a) mfar? wrtr Rfiiftfo 4 , 

m mvyuj ^ % ^ fj^ w 

sifar fafa sfan nfat $wt jfat r? 4t 5nfa*??t €1 arfSTfar Rfafafait 4 wt 4 aft? ijjtf 
*&* ^ nft arjnfH Rfa fan Rfa?rftnft 

4 ^faf 4l Rift Tfafajjfa $4 a^t *4t RUiRTfa wt 4 4t 31 rrtrt rrt 4, fafa yv mv 
wqns wW its amfa fa? RV 4i ??r zjffa^n 4i arym?, 4 v>rtttf ?? fan fa?ft nfa 
« RifatR afar? snr'RH F^iwtj 4t xjrnft ?fan 1 

(xtv) fam fa ?u4 vdwfa farn rr? 4, ^v?4W ?ft wwj ?umf wsw-t Rf^tfaSt 4 Rrft ?rm ut ?w 
4t rttr 4j fa? RH ^far VR iffa fa nv ?trtt f?tuf4 Trft ?nftw aft? w» wrnt 
injvtR »»n?t 4 j yffarf?^ twt ar^r R ff tfti a^ ?^fat ^ ??t 4 4 j fa? sniw 

rwtr jnpjrr 1 jtifaimi ??t ?faj 4 ?tr atg4w wfi vm # 1 


RfanprftTO?, vsm*Jto dost aft? ?mj fam?-fai?f its arwr? ?? w srf&qwnf apr4 w4r? ????pr jt4 
% ’4?rffa 4 j rwiir vit at?4faR 4l 


VR, WTR, 3T«W 
[f^rai?R/IU/IV/143/2000/3T«tT. ] 
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^f^cT 5TFW «ft?T 


CD 


fPffr PSf«t'd| 



1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

*JEWKT ft®RFTCT 

10.004 

11.408 

12 

jnrraR an 

4e3F SHPRFT 3ft? 4SR*T JPIR 

5,069.61 

2,868.75 

3,355.25 

<W*.'K WWI 3ft? *tej?*n**n? 

18.341.51 

15,398.63 

19,017.91 

^vH 3ft? ^<S iTHH 

9,224.83 

11,928.85 

14,911.48 

W<l 

4,115.00 

4,275.56 

4,505.68 

3TRJ 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

ya sm«n an 

WBH Wt 

36,750.95 

34,471.79 

41,790.32 

hrtft aft? ster?*r 

2,207.76 

1,922.42 

2,054.75 

m&n v&tm 3ft? **s??«t 

7,490.07 

8,076.62 

9,154.90 

aft? ^fejj ?jRfciT$ 

5,045.77 

3,842.17 

5,010.14 

q? ct ^fraft? qq=T 

674.43 

1,050.12 

1,075.11 


124.51 

125.00 

t25.00 

^H(RT 

3,910,73 

4,029.11 

4,478.11 

'3’? ^5 

19,753.27 

19,045.44 

21,898.01 

JWFT 3ft? 6WHH HTIRH 

2,979,52 

3,260.19 

3,332.25 

J*t !WRR 

22,732.79 

22,305.53 

25,230.26 

mu«i aAftv 

14,018.1$ 

12,186.16 

16,560.06 

fttfta at? Ate an («rrar % aftftg) 

3,507.15 

1,133.00 

1,920.75 

ft^ca 

657.04 

358.00 

1,145.75 

4cTPtfta» 

250.50 

100.00 

100.00 

ara<f?n qm 

44.83 

50.00 

50.00 

W ?IUtTl 

1,773,50 

500.00 

500.00 

m* 

781.20 

125.00 

125.00 



[VFTIII—TSTO4] MTO ^ : 



(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

foft* (*9K3i 

1.367.83 

1,451.48 

1,451.85 

graft ’jpjfitwr ipm 

1,149.00 

1,149.00 

1,149.00 


68,37 

71.50 

71.47 

vJM<H 

84.12 

154.69 

151.38 

3TOfff>T 

66.34 

76.29 

80.00 

«rw ^ fW ^nH'(Era) 

16,137.48 

11 >47.66 

17,028.96 

q? HJW 

13,161.10 

13,839.35 

13,456.68 

PWlfad ijfit 

83,456.00 

80,623.89 

83.241.78 

PktlKnn ij# q? nlcHTw 

3,112.82 

1,882.31 

2,775.47 

»ira ate wfiraro % qmid f*Pra a^r^q/(wra) 

-116.44 

-3,673.98 

796.81 

mwh an % wftTid % 3 Pwer 3ifa*1q/(qra) 

-0.32 

-11 >4 

1.91 

4MW) qfta rara ate jfiraw 4» <mra ftraaj arite1i/(qitfi) 

1,032.56 

-2,724.96 

1,945.81 

iraicH an % Hfirtw % **q < ft?ra 3ii^/m 

2.81 

-7.90 

4.66 

5TOt?r 3R^5ftfratw< atera a^te/mei 


-1.62 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part IE— Sec 41 





tiftftre-Ji 

jtrHII - gfaen fcg ^mtfotT 

wra ®ftn (vrt <Mital 3) 



1997-96 

1996-99 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

<4k*tt*rti cTRS <9^ if %RTt^> 

4.91 

6.62 

5.36 

4.9 

6.17 

JWWH 3TW - JWKH 3TW 

HfettH TPIR 

12,668.62 

16,655.01 

14,124.06 

13,308.56 

16,473.22 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 30th March, 2001 

No, TAMP/20/2000-JNPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48, 49 and 50 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal of the Jawaharlal Nehru 
Port Trust for revision of container handling charges, as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No.TAMP/20/2000-JNPT 

The jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) Applicant 

O Ft P E R 

(Passed on this 28th day of March 2001) 

This case relates to a proposal received from the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) for 
revision of Container Handling Charges. 


2. The JNPT has proposed an increase of container handling rates by 30%; and, has given 

the following grounds for its proposal: 


(i) . The tariff for all the services rendered by the Port was last revised with effect from 19 

March 1997 with the approval of the Ministry of Surface Transport. About three years have 
passed since the last revision and it is now time to review the tariff. 

(ii) . Since the last revision, the cost of handling containers has considerably gone up. In order 

to cover the increase in the cost of handling containers and obtain an adequate return on 
capital employed, the container handling charges have been reviewed and proposed to be 
increased. 


(iii) . Although to meet the deficit, the cost-increase warrants about a 37% increase in the tariff, 

it has been proposed to limit the increase to only 30% considering the difficulties likely to 
be faced by the trade. 

(iv) . The proposal is for an increase in rates for normal and reefer containers, hazardous 

containers and over dimensional containers. It is not proposed to increase the tariff for 
transhipment containers so as to attract shipping lines to use the JN Port as a hub-port 
instead of other ports in neighbouring countries. 

(v) . Tariff for electricity consumption and monitoring of reefer containers is also not proposed 

for revision. 


(vi). The Port’s existing tariff provides lower handling charges for empty containers. 
Considering the fact that the efforts required for handling loaded and empty containers are 
practically the same, however, it is proposed to prescribe the same rate for both loaded 
and empty containers. 

2.2. The Board of Trustees of the JNPT approved the proposal in its meeting held on 28 

January 2000. 

3.1. The proposal of the JNPT was circulated among various Port users/representative bodies 

of Port users for comments. The comments received from them are summarised below: 


Nhava Sheva International Container Terminals Limited (NSICT) 

The tariff proposal of the JNPT is justified. 

M/s. Maersk India Limited 

(i). Empty containers shall not be treated on par with loaded containers. Matching the rates 
for handling empty and full containers will result in a 56% increase in the unit rate for empty 
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containers and not an increase of 30% as envisaged; and, an increase of 56% is 
unacceptable. 

(ii). The average inflation for the period after last revision works out to 5.50% only and not 
7.02% which Is based on the average from the period from 1994-95 to 1998-99. In the 
present proposal an average increase of 33% is proposed. This effectively works out to 
nearly 11% increase in rates per annum which is higher than the average inflationary 
increase of 7.02% for the last five years. 

(111). The increase in employee cost works out to 41.64% which, in our opinion, is excessive. 

(iv) . There is no proposal for rate-increase for bulk cargo due to given competition from other 

ports. It Is our fear that the JNPT Is cross-subsiding the bulk handling by increasing the 
rates for container handling which will benefit the NSICT as there will be no loss on 
handling bulk cargo by them. 

(v) . Additional capital expenditure of Rs.3,500 lakhs in 2000-01 and a similar amount in 2001- 

02 need justification especially when there is no substantial increase in traffic. This will 
increase the depredation and interest burden on the port. 

(vi) . In spite of the increase in rates, there is no assurance from the JNPT about productivity. 

(vii) . There is an increase of 6% between the estimated volumes for 2000 and the actuals. This 

will result in higher net earnings, change the projections for the next two years also 
increase the profitability. 

(viii). While arriving at the gross income the JNPT has not considered income through royalties 
from the SICT. 

(ix). In our opinion, the rate increase proposed is not based on sound assumption and 
workings. It will have an adverse impact on the shippers/consignees as the shipping 
companies will force to pass on the additional burden to the customers. 

The Bombay. Qjjgtom House Agent* 1 Association (BCHAA) 

An Increase of 30% of the charges by both the NSICT and the JNPT is unjustified for the following 
reasons: 

(i) . There Is a tremendous Increase in the number of containers handled at the JNPT over the 

past 3 years with a minimum growth rate of 30%. The number of containers handled by 
the NSICT over the last 9 months is almost equal to the number of containers handled by 
the JNPT. So, any increase of tariff is unjustified keeping in mind the cost savings and 
price benefits that are derived by the operators due to volume leverage. 

(ii) . By simple logic, the charge for each and every operation cannot be increased by 30%. 

(III). Despite a hike in diesel and other operating costs, the small transporters and contractors, 
who supply container handling equipment and trailers have not increased their tariffs by 
more than 10% whereas large contractors who have huge overheads but handle larger 
volumes have increased their tariff by barely 5% to 7% 

(iv). Terminal Operators have never given their own contractors a one time increase of 30% 
irrespective of the number of years after which their contracts are renewed. 
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(v). 40% of the existing THC is being recovered in excess from the trade by the Shipping 

companies towards container handling costs. A further hike in container handling cost will 
only result In escalation of THC. 

The Container Shipping Lines Association (CSLA) 

(I). The proposal is for automatic rate increase without apparently any consideration being 
given to measures that can be taken to reduce internal cost and to improve productivity. 

(ii) . CSLA welcomes the decisions that transhipment cargo will not attract increases. But, this 

alone will not materially affect the attractiveness of the JNPT as a whole as a hub port. 
This requires procedure simplification, draft availability, comparable port charges, etc. 

(iii) . An 18% return on capital employed appears to be too high. The cost of borrowing is 8% 

below this and the return should be suitably adjusted. Likewise, the interest rate used is 
much higher. 

(Iv). The profitability should be restated using actuals for 1999-2000 as base instead of 
estimates (JNPT has estimated a traffic of 5,13,246 TEU for 1999-2000; however, actual 
traffic is 5,44,524 TEU). 

(v) . Revenue from lease rentals received by the JNPT from private yards, shut-out charges, 

restow ch&rges, hatch cover shifting charges, container storage charges and royalty from 
the NSICT appear not to have been included in the operating income. 

(vi) . The increase in employee cost is substantial. The inflation over the period 1997-99 shows 

that at the most it was 5.5%. The present proposal is above the average annual inflation 
for the last three years. 

(vil). Despite the fact that volumes are not growing, capital expenditure is envisaged. 

(viii). The JNPT is not giving any assurance about productivity. The shipping lines are being 
asked to pay the same rate at the JNPT for service levels which are half those at the 
NSICT. Any rate increase must be tied to productivity guarantees. 

(ix) . There is no proposal to increase rates in the bulk sector. This gives rise to the fear that the 

JNPT is subsidising its bulk operation by increasing container handling rates which will 
help the NSICT. 

(x) . Empty containers can not be treated on par with loaded containers. Matching the rates for 

handling empty and full containers will result in a 56% increase in the unit rate for empty 
containers and not an increase of 30% as envisaged. 

(xl). Despite the fact that the JNPT do not stack hazardous containers separately, a premium 
over general cargo is charged for them which is unjustified. To increase the premium 
further is wholly unwarranted. 

(xii). The JNPT charges a premium on 40’ containers when the work done to handle a 40' is 
largely the same when lifting as the work done for a 20’. This should be reviewed. 

(xill). Five empty flat racks in one bundle should be charged for one unit. 

Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Shlp-lntermodal Agents’ Association (MANSA) 

(i). A 30% increase in tariff is too high when the average rate of inflation for the last three 
years is only about 5.5% per annum. 
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(ii) . Ports are high capital intensive projects and have long gestation periods. One must not 

expect a return of 18% on capital employed. It may be limited to 12%. 

(iii) . Capital employed has been taken by the JNPT to be the gross investment the port has 

made on the fixed assets for container operations and also 50% of investment in Township 
and Railways. In our opinion, the capital employed on which the return is sought shall be 
the equity or the investment Government has deployed for the JNP project. 

(iv) . The JNPT’s own figures show that 30% demand is exorbitant. There are still anomalies in 

the working cost statement. 

(v) . The JNPT's logic for having a common rate for empty and loaded container is incorrect. 

Transporting containers by trailors, the rates paid by the JNPT itself for empty / loaded to 
its sub-contractors are different. 

(vi) . There Is no justification for increase in the rate for hazardous containers when no 

additional cost is incurred by the Port. 

(vii) . Pricing Is generally based on an optimum level of business operation. The JNPT has lost 

business during 1999-2000, which has affected its profitability. If the financial loss is due 
to loss of business, then it can not be recouped by increase in tariffs on the business left 
with the JNPT. 

(viii). The JNPT's logic for having a common rate for empty and loaded containers in not correct. 

(ix). It is not clear whether lease rentals, shut-out charges, restow charges, royalty from NSICT, 
etc., have been considered by the JNPT in its profitability analysis as these form part of the 
container division's revenue. 

T he Shl p pIn flC pr p.p r aUatL pf Indjg (S C I) 

(i) . The port has not given any consideration to measures that can be taken to reduce internal 

cost and to improve productivity. In terms of productivity the port is lagging way behind the 
NSICT terminal which is attracting major cairiers away from the JNPT. 

(ii) . Any increase in the JNPT tariff will be like handing over increased revenue for the NSICT 

on a platter and thus increase profits to a foreign terminal operator. 

(iii) . Any increase in tariff will have to be automatically passed on to the trade in terms of 

ihcreased THC which at the present times it can ill afford. 

(iv) . The decision not to increase transhipment charges is appreciable. However, a lot more 

needs to be done to make the port a transhipment hub. 

(v) . Return on capital employed must be calculated before interest and not after. 

(vi) . The target of a return of 18% on capital employed is high. The cost of borrowing today is 

8% and the ROCE is to be adjusted accordingly. 

(vii) . The interest rate used is not stated by the port. On analysis it varies from 17% to 13.98% 

for the period 1999-2000 - 2001-2002 which is on the high side. 

(viii). The profitability of the port is understated by taking into account the estimated volume of 
traffic for 1999-2000, which is to be corrected. 
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(ix) . Some of the revenues accruing to the port for container related activities have not been 

Included. 

(x) . While capital cost have been included under one heading, the cost categories in this 

heading have not been specified. 

(xl). The CSLA’s comments relating to employees’ cost, inflation, cross-subsidy, productivity, 
Increase In rate for empty containers, hazardous cargo and premium on 40’ are reiterated. 

Karmahom Conference 

(i) . Approval of tariff revision will only be prospective with a clearly defined implementation 

date, allowing sufficient time for Lines to apprise their customers of the revised level of 
charges. 

(ii) . The net surplus has come down during the year 1999 - 2000 mainly due to reduced traffic. 

Augmenting lower revenue by increasing the handling charges tantamounts to rewarding 
inefficiency. 

(iii) . The implication of a simultaneous proposal by the NSICT to increase its container handling 

charges will be killing competition thus denying the trade a cheaper alternative nearby port. 

(iv) . The entire proposal for upward revision of rates is based on the cost plus formula which 

has been abolished by the Government of India. 

(v) . Karmahom conference has also given similar comments on traffic projection with reference 

to the actuals, omission of certain income, high employee cost, high interest rate, capital 
expenditure low productivity without any Improvements, cross-subsidisation, empty / laden 
containers cost, etc., as given by the CSLA and the SCI. 

The Western India Shippers’ Association (WISA) 

The WISA fully endorses the views / comments of the BCHAA. 

Indian National Shipowners Association fINSA) 

(i) . There is a substantial under statement in the projected and revenue figures which appear 

not correctly reflecting the entire picture. Royalty received from the NSICT and berth hire 
received from container ships and various other charges are not disclosed. 

(ii) . An ROCE of 18% is exorbitantly high. It should be reduced to a maximum of 8%. 

(iii) . The JNPT should also recognise the advantage gained due to depreciation in value of 

rupee for items of revenue for which dollar denomination are being used. 

(iv) . The JNPT should tighten up on capital expenditure and consolidate Its position by high 

profile marketing and take steps to Improve productivity and throughput and reduce 
handling cost. 

(v) . Cross-subsidisation needs to be rationalised. Rates for empties should be lower than 

those for loaded containers. 

(vi) . Container tariff for coastal containers needs to specifically prescribed on the same lines as 

concessional vessel-related charges. 
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The Bombay Stevedored Association Limited 

No comments to offer. 


3.2. A copy each of the comments received from the users was sent to the JNPT as feedback 

information. The JNPT has furnished its comments on the objections raised by the various users vide Its 
letter dated 30 May 2000. 


3.3. 

(i) - 

(ii) . 

(Hi). 

(iv) . 

(v) . 

(vi) . 

(vii) . 
(viii). 
(ix). 

4. 

joint hearing the 


The salient points stressed by the Port are as follows: 

The equipment, space and effects required as also the cost incurred for loading and 
unloading empty containers are the same as those for loaded containers. There is really 
no reason why empty containers should enjoy a lower tariff. 

The cost consideration taken into account for revision of the tariff are based on the actuals 
upto 1998-99. For 1999-2000 and 2000-01 it is based on the budget estimates approved. 
Considering the expected increase in the cost, about 37% increase in the tariff would have 
been necessary. 

The increase In the manpower cost is based on the wage settlement arrived at by all the 
ports. 

There is no subsidisation element In estimating the cost of container handling and hence 
this presumption is without any base. 

The additional capital expenditure is for augmenting container handling facilities, for 
providing one additional RMQC as the Port is to gear itself to handle post-panamax size 
vessels. 

The interest cost Included is not based on any estimated rate of interest. It is the actual 
interest liability of the Port In the respective years as per the terms and conditions of the 
loans sanctioned for the Port. 

In order to improve crane productivity, the JNPT has worked out an incentive scheme for 
its workmen which is to be Introduced. 

The variation between actual and estimated throughput is only 8%. The very meaning of 
an estimate is that some marginal variations will be there. 

The income on account of royalty from the NSICT is not related to throughput handled at 
the JNPT’s terminal and has not been taken into account. 

A joint hearing in this case was held on 21 July 2000 at the JNPT office in Mumbai. At the 
following submissions were made: 


The Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) 

(I). We have given all the details and are ready to give rhore if required. 

(il). We are not revising tariff for cross-subsidisation. 

(ill). Why should there be distinction in rates between empty and loaded containers, when the 
handling efforts are same? If different rates are levied, loaded containers will cross 
subsidise empties. 

(iv). We have not proposed revision for all the items. Only the deficit Items are covered. 
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(v) . (a). Income from other activities are not relevant 

(b). "Royalties” are not relevant. 

(vi) . Similarity of proposals of the JNPT and the NSICT is not by design but just a coincidence. 

(vii) . The CSLA wants to have Individualised performance based tariff which is not possible. 

The TAMP has to approve tariffs. This change in legal position has to be recognised. 

(viii). The Government policy of extending concessions to coastal vessels must be extended to 
cover CRCs also. 

(ix) . The distinction between loaded and empties still continues in some other areas also. We 

will soon cover them also. 

(x) . We want to develop the JNPT as a major transhipment hub. Hence no increase proposed 

on transhipment containers. 

The Contftlner^hiapJna Unes Association (CSLA) 

(i) . The similarity of the proposal indicates action in unison between the Port Trust and 

Terminal Operator. The TAMP must be very alert to protect the users interest. 

(ii) . Productivity is not mentioned at all. Only cost increases are mentioned. Ports can not be 

allowed routinely to pass on cost increases to users. 

(ili). The need of performance based tariffs to become internationally competitive should be 
recognised. 

(iv) . We welcome the decision to exclude the transhipment containers from the increase. 

(v) . Cost of capital has become cheap; but, the JNPT has adopted a higher ROCE. Profit 

before interest shall be adopted for calculation of ROCE. 

(vi) . Income from all the activities relating to container operations must be taken into account. 

(vii) (a). Employee costs are high. It has Increased by 42%. 

(b) . Employee welfare cost has increased by 252% 

(c) . Cost of repair and maintenance is very low. It must go up. 

(viii). The JNPT must recognise the fact that its productivity is half of the NSICT's and improve 
its performance norms. 

(ix) . Cross-subsidisation is inevitable and even desirable. 

(x) . The distinction between loaded and empty containers Is recognised internationally. 

(xr). There is no problem if concessions are given In the CRC also for Coastal tariff. 

(xii). There is no justification for increasing the tariff of hazardous cargo as no separate or 

special treatment is given to them. 

(xiii). For enblock movement of empties no particular planning is required. 


996 GI/2001—5 
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Mumbai and Nh«vi-S hev« 8hl^Hnt*^nodiLAgentt , A—oclatlon (MANSA) 

(i). 18% ROCE i* very high; the rate of return should be set around 12%. 

(n). There is a fundamental flaw in the calculations of the JNPT. The interest factor should be 
removed from capital employed. 

(m) . The port itself pays different rates for loaded and empty containers to the transporters. 

How can they adopt a different model for themselves? 

(iv) . The implications of removal of distinction between loaded and empty must be analysed In 

detail. 

(v) . Performance based tariff must be introduced. 

Karmahom Conference 

(i). Cost plus formula cannot continue; if it has to continue for some more time then 
“normative costs” must be adopted. 

(Ii). Manning scale shall be as per internationally accepted norms. 

(in). Why must MLO’s subsidise feeders? This has to be eliminated. 

(iv) . While distinguishing between empty / loaded containers, the absence of payload must be 

recognised. 

(v) . Royalties received from the NSICT must also be reckoned with. 

The Shipping Corporation of India (9CJj 

(i). Costs of the JNPT are very high In comparison to other international ports in the region. 
Other international ports guarantee levels of performance. They have productivity - 
efficiency linkages with tariff. 

(n) . Rebates are given for under performance. Even the NSICT gives rebates. 

(ill). Loaded and empty containers can not be treated at par as the productivity levels are 

different. Also, internationally the tanff for empties are lower. 

(iv) . Internationally, the tariff for 20 TEUs / 40 TEUs, especially for lateral movement, are 

common. 

(v) . The TAMP should find ways to subsidise CRC in coastal traffic. 

(vi) . The cost plus formula without norms, parameters, productivity, etc., cannot continue. 

(vu). It is good that the transhipment containers are excluded. 

(vin). Performance standards, should be prescnbed. 

The Indian National Shipowner s Association »N$A) 

Concessions in CRCs of coastal cargo / containers should not be looked at as a subsidy allowed to 
ease congestion in rail / road networks. It shall be seen as an additional revenue earning avenue. 
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(i). If there has to be cost effectiveness, normative costs are required, 

(li). The JNPT and the NSICT have not ganged up, they have cartellised. 


(i) . Efficiency parameters and cost effectiveness must be emphasized. 

(ii) . Flat increases by the JNPT and the NSICT are not acceptable; increases must be linked to 

performance standards. 

(iii) . It is strange that the JNPT and the NSICT have come up with proposals for the same 

increases in respective tariffs. 


5.1 Based on a scrutiny, a number of issues were raised for clarification by the JNPT. The 

replies furnished by the JNPT give rise to the following issues for consideration: 

(i). (a). Income from the container handling activity is generated through services relating 

to ‘Container Handling', 'Container Dwell Time Charges’, ‘Movements to / from 
CPS’, and ‘Electricity and Monitoring Charges’. Assets put into use for rendering 
these services are grouped under ‘Container Handling’. Since the activity as a 
whole is to be reviewed to assess the need for tariff increase, the JNPT was 
advised to prepare a cost statement for the ‘container handling and storage’ 
activity taking into account total income and costs. Even if the Port has not 
proposed revision of all container related tariffs, the overall position of this activity 
needs to be assessed before deciding on the proposed revision. Hence the 
requirement of the cost statement for the complete activity. 


(b). The JNPT has been maintaining that ‘wherever income is not considered 
expenditure has also been not considered’. It has mentioned that the expenditure 
to the extent identifiable has not been Included and that Rs.1.0 crore for electricity 
consumption has been removed from reefer containers. The Port has made a 
statement that the remaining unidentifiable expenditure is negligible and will not 
have any material effect on the proposal. It has also mentioned that dwell time 
charges connote an inefficient system of clearance and shall not be considered. 
The JNPT did not furnish the cost statements as required by us. 


(ii). (a). The stated policy of the Authority has been against cross-subsidisation. Till the 

Authority is in a position to completely eliminate the cross-subsidisation between 
different activities, the approach adopted in the interim is not to allow the cross- 
subsidisation to grow further. In this context, the JNPT was requested to furnish 
an overall financial / cost statement for the Port as a whole and also separate cost 
statements for Vessel Related Activity, Liquid / Dry Bulk handling activity and 
Estate activity. 


(b) . The JNPT did not furnish the required cost statements. It maintained that 

consolidated cost statements were required only in case of across the board 
revision and its proposal is not for such revision. The Port has only made a 
categoric statement that there is no cross-subsidisation without substantiating it 
with figures. In view of its statement on cross-subsidisation, the JNPT questioned 
the necessity for cost statements for separate activities. 

(c) . In the absence of the activity-wise cost statements, we could not assess the 

incidence / extent of cross-subsidisation. 
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(iii) . (a). The JNPT is receiving royalty from the NSICT, on the basis of containers handled 

by the latter, in terms of the BOT license Agreement. The JNPT Is not treating this 
item of income as a part of its operating income. The JNPT has argued that the 
royalty received from the NSICT has not been taken Into consideration as it Is not 
due to any efforts on the part of the port, but is an income received in accordance 
with the licence Agreement. It has to be recognised here that concluding the 
Concession Agreement involving assets of the port and transferring to the NSICT 
activities pertaining to the JNPT are the relevant efforts on the part of the port. 

(b). On commissioning of the NSICT, there Is a drop in the traffic at the JNPT 
Container Terminal. Even though the JNPT Container Terminal has a capacity to 
handle containers upto 7.0 lakh TEUs, the actual traffic is less than the capacity 
available. The income from the royalty on containers handled by the NSICT must, 
therefore, be considered as income of container activity of JNPT at least to the 
extent of the capacity available. It can, however, be argued that the new terminal 
may as well have been created for handling other commodities. Hence, the 
income from royalty can be spread over all the cargo related activities. It is also 
relevant to recognise that the royalty payment gets factored into tanff computations 
at the NSICT, That being so, royalty has to be seen to have definite tariff 
implications, 

In this backdrop, the JNPT was advised to include the royalty income received 
from the NSICT in the Finance and Miscellaneous income and apportion to all 
cargo handling activities of the port. Without formulating the cost statement 
accordingly, the JNPT only repeated the same arguments as given above in sub 
para (ill) (a) above. 

(iv) . The information asked for from the JNPT is relevant for the scrutiny of the proposal. 

Information requisitioned by the Authority cannot be termed as confidential which the JNPT 
cannot part with. Even if it is, it can not be held back from a tariff regulatory authority. 
However, for reasons best known to it, the JNPT has been reluctant to furnish the details 
requested by us. 

5-2. In this backdrop, the matter was considered by this Authority in its meeting held on 26 

September 2000. Since it was not possible for this Authority to decide the case in the absence of requisite 
information which were to be furnished by the Port, it was decided that the JNPT might once again be 
requested to furnish the requisite details; and, if no information was received from the Port by that time, the 
case could be closed; it could be reopened if and when the information was received. 

6.1. Pursuant to the above decision taken by this Authority, the JNPT was requested to furnish 
the requisite detailstby 4 Nov. 2000 vide our letter dated 5 Oct. 2000. 

6.2. The JNPT sent a reply containing the following observations / comments: 

(i) . The cost statements in respect of items of service for which the port has not proposed 

revision of tariff like vessel related activities, liquid / dry bulk activities, estate activities are 
neither having any direct relevance nor bearing on costs. The cost statements in respect 
of container handling charges have already been furnished to the TAMP. Hence, the 
overall cost statement shall not be insisted upon. Relevant details are, however, available 
in the statement of accounts for the last 3 years already submitted to the Authority. 

(ii) . The income on account of royalty on container handled by the NSICT has no relation to the 

cost of container handling at the JNPT container terminal. Hence, the same shall not be 
considered for arriving at the cost of handling of containers. 
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(iii). In any cost statement, the elements of income and expenditure shall be same. In case the 
income of certain account is not considered, the corresponding expenditure shall also not 
be considered and vice versa. The income on account of royalty from the NSICT shall not 
be considered in any manner. The details regarding royalty payment by NSICT have, 
however, been furnished to the Authority. 


6.3. The JNPT did not submit any information as requested by us. The points made by it are a 

mere repetition of what it has been maintaining earlier. The following issues are relevant in this context: 


(i) . The need for examination of cost statements of the port as a whole as well as activity-wise 

has been communicated to the JNPT on more than one occasion. The observation of the 
JNPT that the details are available in the statement of accounts for the last 3 years already 
submitted to the Authority is irrelevant. Tariff fixation Is based on the projected revenue 
and cost for the next 2 years. The statement of accounts gives historical data only. In the 
absence of requisite Information, we cannot reasonably analyse the overall financial 
position of the JNPT for the next 2 years, which will be the basis for determining the tariff 
increases. 

(ii) . As regards consideration- of income from royalty, the comments of JNPT are a mere 

repetition of what it has been maintaining all along. There Is no logic in the JNPT’s 
argument. It is a fact that the details of royalty payment are available with us as given by 
the JNPT and confirmed by the NSICT in the context of its proposal for tariff increase. This 
piece of information, however, cannot be meaningfully utilised in the absence of the cost 
statement. Since income from royalty is one of the elements of income for the JNPT, our 
advice was to incorporate it In the cost statements to be prepared by the JNPT. 

(iii) . The JNPT argument that if the income on certain account is not considered, the 

corresponding expenditure also shall not be considered and vice versa deserves to be 
accepted as it is based on an accepted accounting principle. The advice given by this 
Authority is that all income relevant to the activity shall be considered to determine the 
cost-deficit even if some of the income may not have related expenditure that is directly 
identifiable. Many of the items of income not considered by the JNPT arise in the context 
of operation of the container terminal. When the total expenditure, operating as well as 
capital, on the container terminal is considered, it can not be irrelevant to consider all 
incomes arising in the context of container handling. 

(iv) . Earlier, the JNPT had observed that the consolidated cost statement and statement for 

each service was to be sent for across the board revisions as mentioned in this Authority’s 
guidelines for submission of cost statements for tariff revision. The JNPT has argued that 
the Instant proposal is not for across the board revision, but only for revision of the 
container handling charges. The guidelines given by this Authority for submission of tariff 
revision proposals are general in nature. This Authority cannot be expected to confine its 
scrutiny with reference to the information furnished by the Port Trust as per the prescribed 
pro-forma for submission of tariff proposals. In the instant case, the reasons warranting 
scrutiny of activity-wise cost statements have already been explained to the port on 
numerous occasions. Citing a general guideline given by this Authority in support of its 
unwillingness to furnish the specific information asked for appears to be out of context and 
unreasonable. 


7.1. The case was again considered by the Authority in its meeting held on 27 November 2000. 

In the light of the position emerging as explained in paragraph 6.3 above, this Authority found that it would 
not be possible to appraise the proposal properly. Eventhough, the case was fit to be closed for want of 
Information, it was decided to allow one more opportunity to the JNPT to furnish requisite details within one 
month's time. 
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7.2. Accordingly, the JNPT was requested to furnish requisite cost statements by 15 January 
2001 to enable further consideration. In order to facilitate speedy response, proformae of cost statements 
indicating the information required were also forwarded to the JNPT. 

7.3. The JNPT vide its letter dated 6 January 2001 finally forwarded the details of costs of 
various activities of the Port and requested approval of this Authority to its proposal in reference. 

8. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of the case and 

based on the revised cost statements ultimately submitted by the JNPT, the following position emerges: 

(i). The JNPT approached this Authority in February 2000 for approval of its proposal for 
revision of container handling charges. The NSICT had also approached this Authority in 
March 2000 with a proposal for revision of similar tariffs by an identical increase. The 
NSICT proposal had already been decided by this Authority in November 2000, as it could 
furnish all required information / clarifications in time which enabled a proper scrutiny of its 
proposal. The case of the JNPT has been delayed for want of information / clarifications 
from the JNPT and Its reluctance to furnish such details even after repeated requests 
made by us alongwith the reasons for scrutiny of the additional information sought for. 

Even as the events were heading towards an unfortunate and unpleasant end of closing 
the case for want of information, this Authority decided to adopt a liberal approach to 
accommodate the JNPT by allowing the port sufficient time to furnish the requisite details. 
At last, after a lapse of more than 7 months, the Port has now furnished all the requisite 
details to enable us to process the case for final consideration. 

(II). Many of the users have termed the simultaneous and similar action of both the JNPT and 
the NSICT for an identical increase of tariffs as an extraordinary coincidence defeating the 
objective of privatisation to promote competition. Even if it is not an intentional 
coincidence, this Incident highlights the monopolistic situations that can arise even in a 
privatised, competitive environment; and, strengthens the need for regulation of tariffs by a 
neutral third party. 

Be that as it may, this Authority’s approach towards tariff setting Is transparent and follows 
a stated procedure and principles. The NSICT proposal has already been decided with 
reference to the cost position obtaining in the NSICT and other relevant issues. The JNPT 
proposal was held back for reasons given in sub paragraph (i) above. As for as the 
decision of this Authority on tariff increase is concerned, the tariff proposals of the NSICT 
and the JNPT have no interlinking between them; they are linked only to the respective 
costs of providing services at the two Terminals. 

(Hi). The JNPT has proposed to prescribe handling charges of empty containers on par with 
those of loaded containers. In support of this proposition, it has argued that the efforts 
Involved in handling loaded and empty containers are same and hence the rates must be 
the same. It has also added that If the differential in rates is not removed the loaded 
containers will cross-subsidise empty containers. 

It is relevant here to note that the consolidated charges for handling containers at the JNPT 
include wharfage on cargo also. Further, when containers are loaded with cargo, the Port 
as a bailee has to provide security and watch-and-ward facilities. Though the 
containerised cargo is not handled directly, it alongwith the container is handled at the 
hook point and yard warranting more efforts. If the cargo inside the container is ignored, 
then consolidated handling charges can be demanded to be dollar denominated. The 
stated policy of this Authority has been against dollar denomination of cargo related 
charges. That being so, the proposal of the JNPT to equate the charges for empty and 
loaded containers is not found to be acceptable. 
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Incidentally, the NSICT had also proposed a similar arrangement in its proposal for revision 
of container handling charges. In that case also, this Authority rejected the proposal to 
equate empty and loaded containers for fixing tariffs, for the same reasons stated above. 

(iv) . The JNPT had Initially considered the return on capital employed as 18%. Considering the 

current interest rate of 13.5% on Govt, of India loan available to the Port Trusts and a 3% 
contribution to each of the two mandatory reserves, the ROCE works out 19.5%. In fact, 
ROCE of 19.5% has been allowed by this Authority in case of all tariff revision proposals of 
Major Port Trusts approved by it during the F.V. 2000-01. In the revised cost statement 
submitted now by the JNPT, It has considered a ROCE of 19.5%. In this backdrop, the 
objection raised by some of the users about the ROCE adopted being high is baseless and 
deserves to be rejected. 

(v) . The Karmahom Conference has expressed Its reservation towards the ‘cost plus’ approach 

adopted for tariff setting. This Authority is aware of the difficulties encountered by Public 
Ports in adopting a performance based approach. Surprisingly, even many of the Private 
Terminal Operators, weighed down by the burden of royalties, restricted by the 
requirement of having to contend with leasehold rights, and tied down by a regulatory 
mechanism do not appear to be enthused about performance based tariffs. In any case, in 
the transitional phase, the cost plus method best suits the requirement of the quid pro quo 
principle In tariff setting. It is noteworthy that normative costs for different operations are 
not yet evolved due to complexities and varying methods of handling adopted by the Ports. 
Besides, In case of major Port Trusts, all costs, particularly employee costs, are not within 
their control. Nevertheless, this Authority thoroughly scrutinizes the cost estimates and, 
wherever necessary, scales down the expenditure to a reasonable level for the purpose of 
determining tariff increases. 

(vi}. The INSA and SCI have again raised the issue of allowing concessions to coastal cargo. 
The JNPT has also supported this concession. This issue has already been dealt with by 
this Authority in detail In many of its earlier tariff orders. The Ports, which have suggested 
this concession, have been advised to discuss the issue in the forum of Indian Ports 
Association (IPA) for a coordinated view of all ports. 

Recently, the IPA has conveyed its consensus decision that extension of concessions to 
cargo related charges Is not desirable. Considering the matter in its last meeting, this 
Authority also felt that the unanimous opinion emerging from the IPA should not be 
Ignored. Since no exceptional considerations are seen to govern this case, and bearing in 
mind the fact that this Authority itself has not been in favour of cross-subsidisation, it has 
already been decided not to allow concessions in cargo related charges for coastal cargo 
passing through major Ports. That being so, there Is no need to resurrect this issue for any 
further consideration. In any case, this issue is not confined only to the JNPT and 
containers but will have implications for all major ports and all commodities involved in 
coastal movement. 

(vii). Many of the users have pointed out the Incidence of additional capital expenditure when 
the traffic is actually falling. The investments made by the Major Ports come before this 
Authority as fait accompli at the time of tariff fixation. This Authority had an opportunity to 
comment upon this issue when some infructuous capital expenditure made by a Port Trust 
was sought to be recovered through tariff. Unless this Authority is empowered to scrutinise 
the investment proposals of Ports or atleast is consulted by the Government before 
according approval, this anomalous position cannot be set right. 

(viii). The MANSA and Karmahom Conference in particular have alleged that the JNPT proposal 
to hike rate is to make good the losses that are due to traffic diversion. Precisely in 
recognition of this fact and also the fact of under utilization of designed capacity of 
container handling at the JNPT terminal after the advent of the NSICT, this Authority 
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advised the JNPT to count the royalty received from NSICT in the cost statement to amve 
at the final surplus /deficit position. Inclusion of royalty income, to a large extent, takes 
care of the loss due to diversion of traffic and consequently, eases the burden on 
remaining traffic left with the JNPT. 

(ix) . The reasons for seeking additional information / modifications of the cost statements 

prepared by the JNPT have already been elaborately discussed in paragraphs 5 and 6 
above. The JNPT has now submitted revised cost statements for (i) port as a whole; (II) 
container handling facilities; (Hi) bulk handling facilities; and, (iv) estate. 

In the revised cost statement for ‘container handling activity’, the JNPT has Included four 
major items of income viz. (i) royalty payable by the NSICT; (ii) dwell time charges, (in) 
Payments made by the agency removing containers to CFS, and, (iv) electncity and 
monitoring charges, which were earlier left out by it. 

(x) . Scrutiny of the revised cost statements submitted now by the JNPT reveals the following 

position: 

(a) . There are some discrepancies in the figures of income and expenditure for 1999- 

2000. The following major items of F & M Income viz. (i) penalty for shortfall in 
throughput (Rs.1773.50 lakhs) and (ii) sundnes (Rs.781.20 lakhs) have not been 
considered. It is necessary to take these items into account, as the amounts 
involved are sizeable. In the case of the former, if there is no penalty due to 
fulfilment of throughput guarantee, then there must be commensurate wharfage 
income. 

(b) . Traffic estimates for 2000-01 and 2001-02, on which the cost statements have 

been prepared have not been indicated. 

(c) . The operating costs estimated for 2001-02 are higher than those for 2000-01 by 

about 16%. In the last exercise, the Port had assumed about 7% increase based 
on the last five years inflation rates. Reasons for the higher increase now 
assumed are not clanfied. 

(d) . Interest payable on the loans considered appears to be higher than the figures 

indicated in the repayment schedule furnished by the Port earlier. 

(e) . Depreciation for 2001-02 is higher than that for 2000-01 by over 16% with the 

major hike being in the depreciation allocable to container handling activity. The 
Port has stated that some container handling equipment are proposed to be added 
during that year. This apart, hire charges of equipment are also shown to be going 
up substantially in 2000-01 and 2001-02. The reasons for adding equipment when 
traffic has, for the time being, gone down need to be explained. If traffic is 
estimated to go up, then it must reflect in the estimates of income. 

(f) . Dwell-time income for 2000-01 and 2001-02 anticipated in container handling 

activity is much lower than that in 1999-2000. 

(g) . Interest on loans has been considered twice-once as a separate item of cost and 

again as a part of return on capital employed. It is necessary to eliminate the 
effect of such double counting. 

(h) . Under F&M expenditure, depreciation for previous period (Rs.1149 lakhs) is 

considered for 1999-2000, 2000-01 and 2001-02. This is the portion of 

depreciation liability for past period on account of revision of estimated life of 
assets as directed by Government. This one-time liability is spread over 5 years 
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by the Port instead of accounting for In one year- This has to be left out while 
considering the extent of revision of charges necessary. So also the liability on 
account of arrears of wages arising out of pay revision also needs to be excluded. 
The provision for the wage arrears included in the projection is not known. 

(xi). By mere elimination of the effect of double counting of interest on loans as mentioned 
under sub para (x) (g) above, the consolidated cost statement for the Port as a whole 
shows a deficit of Rs.3873.98 lakhs or 11.24% for 2000-01 and a marginal surplus of 
Rs.796.81 lakhs or 1.91% for 2001-02. The surplus / deficit disclosed by the four activities 
is as follows: 




2000-01 

2001-02 



(Rs. In Lakhs) 

(In percentage) 

(Rs. In Lakhs) 

(In percentage) 

(0. 

Container 

Handling 

(+) 100.66 

(+) 0.65% 

(+) 1976.20 

(+) 10.39% 

(H). 

Bulk Cargo 
Handling 

(-) 10145.75 

(-) 353.66% 

(-) 9196.93 

(-) 274.10% 

(in). 

Marine 

(+) 4661.45 

(+) 39.07% 

(+) 6244.92 

(+) 41,87% 

(iv). 

Estate 

(+) 1069.67 

(+) 23.61% 

(+) 1272.64 

(+) 28.25% 


(xn). If Prior Period Depreciation is excluded and income on account of (a) penalty for shortfall in 
throughput and (b) sundries is considered as stated in sub paragraphs (x) (a) & (h) above, 
the Port as a whole will show a deficit of 7.90% for 2000-01 and a surplus of 4.66%. 
Modified cost statements prepared on this basis are attached as Annex - I and II. 

(xm). The container handling activity is a revenue surplus activity. Further, the overall port 
position shows only a marginal deficit. This deficit also arises due to the huge deficit borne 
under bulk cargo handling activities. In view of this position emerging, this Authority finds 
no justification to increase container handling charges as proposed by the JNPT. 

In fact, there may be grounds to reduce the charges for container handling activity, if cross 
subsidisation is to be totally eliminated. This Authority is, however, yet to take a final view 
on complete elimination of cross-subsidisation. This notwithstanding, this Authority has 
already decided to contain the extent of cross-subsidisation at the current level by not 
allowing any further tanff Increase in the surplus activities. This approach has been 
adopted in case of all other major ports, whose tanff revisions have been ordered in the 
recent past. In line with this approach, the existing tariffs for container handling at the 
JNPT are allowed to continue without any increase. 

(xiv). As has been mentioned earlier, the JNPT is loosing heavily on its bulk cargo handling 
activity. It will be appropriate and advisable for the Port to review the position in its totality 
and come up with a comprehensive proposal for refixation of bulk cargo handling charges 
and rationalisation of tariffs for other activities. 


9 In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 

mind, this Authority rejects the proposal of the JNPT for an Increase in its container handling charges. 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT /IU/1V/143/2000/Exty j 
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ANNEX-I 


JNPT REVISED CONSOLIDATED COST STATEMENT 

Rs in lacs 


Item 

1999-00 

2000-01 

2001-02 

Traffic (Million tonnes) 

10.804 

11.408 

12 

OPERATING INCOME 




Bulk Handlings Storage Charges 

5,060.61 

2,868.75 

3,355.25 

Container Handling & Storage Charges 

18,341.51 

15,398.63 

19,017.91 

Port & Dock Charges 

9,224.83 

11,928.85 

14,911 48 

Estate Rentals 

4,115.00 

4,275.56 

4,505.68 

Railway Earnings 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Total Operating Income 

OPERATING EXPENDITURE 

36,750.99 

34,471.79 

41,790.32 

Bulk Handlings Storage 

2,207.76 

1,922.42 

2,054.75 

Container Handling & Storage 

7,490.07 

8,070.62 

9,154.90 

Port & Dock Facilities 

5,045.77 

3,842.17 

5,010.14 

Rentable Land & Bldgs. 

974.43 

1,050.12 

1,075.11 

Railway Working 

*124.51 

125.00 

125.00 

Depreciation 

3,910.73 

4,029.11 

4,478.11 

Sub total 

19,753.27 

19,045.44 

21,898.01 

Management & Gen. Admn. 

2,979.52 

3,200.19 

3,332.25 

Total Operating Expenditure 

22,732.79 

22,305.63 

25,230.26 

Operating Surplus 

14,018.16 

12,166.16 

16,560.06 

Fin. & Mlsc !ncome(excl. Int) 

3,507.15 

1,133 00 

1,920.75 

Royalty 

657.04 

358.00 

1,145.75 

Auction Sale 

250.58 

100.00 

100.00 

Launch Paaaaa 

44.83 

50.00 

5000 

Penalty foe shortfall In throughput 

1,773.50 

500.00 

500.00 

Sundries 

781.20 

125.00 

125.00 

Fin. & Mlsc Expenses(excl. Int.) 

1,367.83 

1,451.48 

1,451.85 

Prior Period DepreciationEx 

1,149.00 

1,149.00 

1,149 00 

Bonus/PLB 

08.37 

71.50 

71.47 

Gratuity 

84.12 

154.09 

151.38 

Launch Expenses 

00.34 

70.29 

80.00 

Net Surplus/( Deficit) before Interest 

16,157.48 

11,847.68 

17,028.96 

Interest on Loans 

13,161.10 

13,838.35 

13,450.68 

Capital Employed 

83,456.00 

80,023.89 

83,241.78 

Return on Capital Employed 

3,112.82 

1,882.31 

2,775.47 

Net Surplus^Deficit) after Interest & Return 

-116.44 

-3,873.98 

796.81 

Net Surplus/(Deflclt} as % of Op. Inc. 

-0.32 

-11.24 

1.91 

Net Sur./(D«f.) after Int & Ret without PPD 

1,032.56 

-2,724.98 

1,945.81 

Net SurplusJ(Deflclt) as % of Op. Inc. 

Average surplusJdefictt as % of op.lncome 

Z81 

-7.90 

-1.62 

_ 

4.66 
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ANNtX-D 


FORM ■ -JETT RIVIKD COOT STATE MINT FOR CONTAFOR HANDLING FACILITY 


(R91LAKH0) 

1007se 

TRAFFIC W LAKH TUTS 6XCL. RS9TOW A 91 

OFOtATttO NCOMB -HandBnfl Irtcoma 

Handlno ehargaa 12,668 82 

Rmiow 8, Sruxxx coraalnara 494 88 

Net handing incoina 13,1(3 AO 

Cottdnet D/teflUme charge* 5,001 95 

Rater ElectnttMJ. monitoring 483 08 

Ahttirt paid t* agency ramcMngcwt to CFS 154 71 

ncoma (rum Non-Stwxjard cargo 41488 

Mlecelaneout charges 33 09 

Total Opanflnglneome 11,230 S7 

OFBWnNO COST 

POWERFUEL 0 WATER SUPPLY 497 81 

CONSUMPTION OF MATERIAL 209 71 

REPARS Ah© MAKTENANCE 189 38 

MNOR WORKS 2148 

HRE OF EQUIPMENT*” 000 

HRE OF WHARRYARD CRANES 4 724 69 

EMPLOYEES REMUNERATION” 50646 

EMPLOYEES WALFARE 8 OTHERS* 34 02 

AOMN. 4 GENERAL EXEPENOATUERC 012 

PRMTMG & STATIONARY 288 

POSTAGE TELEGRAM TELEPHONE 8 TELEX 0.12 

NSURANCE 7.03 

LEGAL 8 PROFESSIONAL CHGS 295 

TRAINING EXPENDATURE 0 75 

OTHER GE7CRAL EXPENDITURE 59 38 

•US-TOTAL 9,23902 

DEPRECIATION 88289 

ENGG SERVICES 18896 

STORES 35 00 

MS 932 

TOTAL OPBRATMOKXPBNH0 7/48080 

leaa Income from Reytfy 73000 

leaa Income from Audtenaatea 241.74 

frlor parted Depre da tion 2 jOO 

PRODUCTIVITY LINKED SONUS 3252 

PENSIObWRATUTY/PF 32 55 

Mgmt8 Adrm Expaneet eloceted 912.25 

TOTAL HXFU4M9 aid. 0 1 NTIRROT 7.488 07 

NET SURPLUS MFORR 04TRRMT 11,78090 

NTEREST 244400 

NBTtUWPLmtDfflCTT AFTER INTWW 9.81M0 

CAPITAL EXPLOYED 2400800 

Rahm on Capital Implooyed 0190 % - Mareat 2,82808 

MET 8URF LU8AD0FICrn AFTER MT8RR8T 0 RSTTJF 8,890.24 
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